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PENNSYLVANIA

Minnie Mae Grey, Boston, Pa., In place of
Marjorie Lowery, removed.

Chester J. Kukleski, Braddock, Pa., in place
of Jennie Moran, retired.

Daniel J. Culllnan, Cambridge Springs,
Pa., in place of A, P. Ellis, resigned.

Rosemary F. Schettig, Ebensburg, Pa., in
place of A. M. Schettig, retired.

James S. Newton, Ellwood City, Pa., T. A.
Wilson, retired.

Donald J. Watts, Miliville, Pa., in place of
J. C. Watts, deceased.

Arthur E. Stanfield, Renfrew, Pa., in place
of Lafayette Lawrence, retired.

Ralph M. Henry, Rochester Mills, Pa., in
place of W. M. Stewart, transferred.

David M. Barnhart, Stoystown, Pa., in place
of F. J. Fulton, retired.

Carrie M. Eetner, Strausstown, Pa., in place
of C. W. Henne, retired.

Sarah E. Vensel, West Alexander, Pa., In
place of C. C. Davis, resigned.

Jerry J. Kasprisin, Yukon, Pa., in place of
Jenny Paterson, retired.

BOUTH CAROLINA

William L. Antley, Elloree, 8. C., In place
of E. B. Mack, removed.

BOUTH DAKOTA
John Obenauer, Eureka, 8. Dak., in plece of
E. L. Fisher. Incumbent’'s commission ex-
pired June 23, 1942,
Vaino E. Bajuniemi, Lake Norden, 8. Dak.,
in place of F. L. Hayes, resigned.
Ralph L. Fossum, Lily, S. Dak., in place of
D. 1. Olson, deceased.
Delmar J. Hamiel, Reliance, 8. Dak., In
place of F. J. Bowar, deceased.
Ardean A, Twite, Veblen, 8. Dak,, in place
of T. H. Bimpson, deceased.
TENNESSEE
Clayre Wesley White, Bethpage, Tenn., in
place of L. D. Seay, retired.
Garland T. Wilson, Cottagegrove, Tenn., in
place of W, B. Olds, retired.
Harry M. Patillo, Eagleville, Tenn., in place
of H. K. Stephenson, transferred.
R. Ray Tate, Estill Springs, Tenn,, in place
of R. G. Leech, transferred.
Thomas H. Graham, Jr., Taft, Tenn,, in
place of J. T. Malone, deceased.

TEXAS

Charles V. Speer, Carrizo Springs, Tex., in
place of M. E. Cock, deceased,

Mary D. Maxwell, Country Campus, Tex.
Office established September 1, 1948.

Billy B. Holland, Estelline, Tex.,, in place
of G. J. Ballard, resigned.

Edna B, 8mith, La Vernia, Tex., in place of
W. L. Wiseman, transferred.

Miriam 8. Chatelle, Los Fresnos, Tex., In
place of H, W. Derda, resigned.

Mittie L. Taylor, New Willard, Tex., in place
of J. H. Victery, resigned.

Prentice F. Vance, Orangefleld, Tex., in
place of F. N. Bland, retired.

Guy H. Holman, Plttsburg, Tex., In place
of C. C. Truitt, transferred.

Ellen C. Woodruff, Port Aransas, Tex., in
place of M. V. Denton, resigned.

Celestia Dodson, Sandia, Tex., in place of
M. C. Cox, resigned.

VEEMONT

Robert F. Brown, Groton, Vt., in place of
G. N, Clark, retired.

VIRGINIA

James R. Jones, Holland, Va., in place of
B. W. Counecill, retired.

Mary R. J. Bizemore, Hurley, Va.,‘in place
of N. J. Carroll, removed.

Carl 8. Hendricks, Lebanon, Va., in place
of H, W. Easterly, declined.

WASHINGTON

Margarat Hedrick, Creston, Wash., in place
of 1. G. Spencer, retired,
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Earl C. Carey, Hartline, Wash,, in place of
R. E. Carey, deceased.

Florence Opal Hurl, Malden, Wash., in place
of E. E. Caln, retired.

Nels D. Nelson, Naselle, Wash., in place
of M. J. Rasmussen, resigned.

Donald M. Richardson, Tonasket, Wash.,
in place of D. 8. Farver, resigned.

WEST VIRGINIA

Merriman 8. Smith, Bluefield, W. Va., in
place of R, L. Bailey, resigned.

Paul M. Satterfield, Carolina, W. Va,, in
place of T. W. Alkire, resigned.

Helen M. B. Joyce, Crumpler, W. Va., In
place of N. V. Duncan, retired.

Pansy Lee Seacrist, Montcoal, W. Va., in
place of C. M. Nestor, resigned.

Johnny A. Aliff, Oceana, W. Va., in place
of Vida Chambers, retired.

Junior Lee Gerrard, Wolf Summit, W. Va.,
in place of J, N. Flanigan, retired.

‘WISCONSIN

Cecll H. Pandow, Brodhead, Wis., in place
of A. G. Anderson, transferred.

Henry A. Rechlicz, Hales Corners, Wis., in .

place of W. F. Schreiber, deceased.

Arthur E. Carstens, Hilbert, Wis., in place
of C. H. Eldridge, transferred.

Bernice M. Matson, Taylor, Wis., in place
of C. M. Dunn, retired.

Hazel B. Mason, Wales, Wis., office became
Presidential July 1, 1948.

Ray J. Helnzen, Whitelaw, Wis., in place of
J. A. Heinzen, retired.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Moxnpay, May 8, 1950

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras-
kamp, D. D., offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, may we daily be in-
spired with fidelity to our high calling
and trust as leaders in the affairs of gov-
ernment by being loyal to that which is
noble and true.

Grant that we may understand that
our first loyalty must be to Thee and
that this is the basis and inspiration of
all the other loyalties of our mortal life.

We confess with sorrow and shame
that we are continually violating and
breaking faith with the sanctity of this
supreme loyalty.

We have failed to see that this is the
reason why our social order is weak and
in peril and why we are making so little
progress in achieving a finer and nobler
civilization.

Search and cleanse our minds and
hearts and fill them with a greater and
more steadfast loyalty to Thee, through
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of
Saturday, May 6, 1950, was read and
approved,

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills and
a joint resolution of the House of the
following titles;
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On May 5, 1950:

H. R. 2019. An act authorizing the issu-
ance of a patent in fee to Paul High Horse
and Anna High Horse;

H.R.4080. An act to unify, consolidate,
revise, and codify the Articles of War, the
Articles for the Government of the Navy,
and the disciplinary laws of the Coast Guard,
and to enact and establish a Uniform Code
of Military Justice;

H.R. 5609. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee
to B. M, (Bud) Phelps;

H. R.5610. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee
to Emma Phelps Glenn;

H.R. 5811. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee
to Charles M. Phelps;

H. R.5860. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to sell the land of Frank
Phelps under existing regulations;

H. J. Res. 455. Joint resolution authoriz-
ing the designation of American Student
Nurse Days, 1950.

On May 6, 1950:

H.R.537. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon a certain claim
of J. T. Melson against the United States.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate had passed, with amendments
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.T797. An act to provide foreign eco-
nomic assistance.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the foregoing bill, requests a econfer-
ence with the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and ap-
points Mr. ConnNaLLy, Mr. GEORGE, Mr,
Traomas of Utah, Mr. WiLey, and Mr.
Smita of New Jersey to be the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

FIRST #ENERATION AMERICANS WHO ARE
IN CONGRESS FORCIBLY ILLUSTRATE
OPPORTUNITIES OFEN TO AMERICAN
CITIZENS

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REecorb,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, about
a year ago I took a census of Congress to
determine how many Members were the
sons of immigrants.

It is interesting to note that about 18
percent of the Members of the Eighty-
first Congress have one or both parents
who came from a foreign couniry. In
other words, almost one out of every five
Members is an American citizen of the
first generation of his family to live in
America.

This illustrates forcibly the advan-
tages and opportunities which the
United States offers to its citizens. This
group of Members probably have a bet-
ter conception of the benefits of our
citizenship than any other of our citi-
zens. The reason is that they have
heard from the lips of their parents the
great advantages which this country
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offers to its people, compared to the op-
portunities elsewhere.

Look magazine heard of this and was
interested enough in the information,
and its importance, to devote a page of
their national magazine to printing the
list of those who are the sons of immi-
grants in the present Congress. Look
magazine should be congratulated on
publishing this information, which so
foreibly points up American opportuni-
ties.

Following is a list of these Members
indicating from what countries their
parents migrated to America:

SENATORS

Austria: WiLiam Lawncer, North Dakota,
mother.

Czechoslovakia:
Eansas, mother.

England: Guy Corpow, Oregon, father;
BSueripaN DownEgy, California, mother; Ep-
win C. JornsoN, Colorade, mother; ELBERT D.
TroMmas, Utah, father and mother.

Germany: HeErperT H. LEHMAN, New York,
father and mother,

Ireland: Epwarp L. Leany, Rhode Island,
father; Par McCarran, Nevada, father and
mother; James E, Murray, Mcontana, father
and mother; Joserr C. O'MaHONEY, Wyo-
ming, father and mother.

Norway: Hueerr H. HumMPHREY, Minnesota,
mother; Epwarp J. THYE, Minnesota, father
and mother; AvExanper WirLey, Wisconsin,
father and mother.

Sweden: CrintoN P. AnpERsoN, New Mex-
fco, father; Epwin C. Jomwnson, Colorado,
father,

AnpRew F. BSCHOEPPEL,

REPRESENTATIVES

Alsace-Lorraine; Arserr J. Ewncer, Michi-
gan, father and mother.

Austria: JouwN A, Bratwix, Minnesota, fa-
ther and mother; Isipore DOLLINGER, New
York, father and mother; HermMaN P. EBEr-
HARTER, Pennsylvania, father; Jacoe K. Javits,
New York, father; ApramaM J. MULTER, New
York, father and mother; EArL STEFAN, Ne-
braska, father.

Canada: James V. BuckLEy, Illinois, father
and mother; AiME J. Foranp, Rhode Island,
father and mother; DoNaLp L., O'TooLE, New
York, father; Cuase GoiNe WaonHoUSE, Con-
-necticut, mother,

Czechoslovakia: AporpH J. Sasats, Illinois,
father and mother; KaRL STEFAN, Nebraska,
mother.

Denmark: H. Cann Anpersen, Minnescta,
father and mother; Reva Beck Bosong, Utah,
father; Bex F. JEnseN, Jowa, father and
mother; Norris PouLsoN, California, father.

England: WestEy A, D'Ewarr, Montana,
father; Gorpon L. McDowoucH, California,
mother; Russern V. Mack, Washington,
mother; Noam M. Masow, Illinois, father;
Tuomas E. Morcaw, Pennsylvania, mother;
JOHN SANBORN, Idaho, mother, g

Germany: LEsLiE C. ARENDS, Illinols, moth-
er; AvFREp L. Bulwinkrg, North Carolina,
father; GEorcE A. DonpEro, Michigan, moth-
er; Epwarp A. GarMaTz, Maryland, father and
mother; Warter K. Granger, Utah, mother;
Ricearp W. Horrmaw, Illinois, father; Wir-
riaM LEMKE, North Dakota, father; EuceENE D.
O'SuLLivaN, Nebraska, mother; LAWRENCE H,
BmrtH, Wiscopsin, father.

Hungary: ArTHUR G. EiEmn, New York,
father and mother.

Ireland: Frang A. BARRETT, Wyoming,
mother; CEArLES A. BucrrLEY, New York, fa-
ther and mother; Crype Doyire, California,
father; WiLLiaM J. GREEN, JR., Pennsylvania,
father and mother; James J. HEFFERNAN, New
York, father and mother; Epwa F. KeLLy, New
York, father and mother; Pavun J. Kimoay,
Texas, father; THOoMas J. Lane, Massachu-
getts, father and mother; NEmw J. LINEHAN,
Illinois, father; CHRISTOPHER MCGRATH, New
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York, father; MikE MaNsrFIELD, Montana, fa=
ther and mother; MarY T. NoRTON, New Jer-
sey, father and mother; THOMAS J. O’BRIEN,
Illinois, father and mother; Harry P. O'NEILL,
Pennsylvania, father and mother; T. ViN-
CENT QuUINN, New York, father and mother;
Joanw J. Roowey, New York, father and
mother; Jouwn F. SmaEirey, California, fa-
ther; Harry R. BHEPPARD, California, father
and mother,

Italy: Huce J. Apponizio, New Jersey, fa-
ther and mother; ANTHONY CAVALCANTE,
Pennsylvania, father and mother; L. Gary
CLEMENTE, New York, father and mother;
Geonce A. DonpERO, Michigan, father; FosTER
Furcoro, Massachusetts, father; Viro Marc-
ANTONIO, New York, mother; PETeEr W. Ro-
piNoO, Jr., New Jersey, father; AnTHONY F.
TavrieLro, New York, father and mother,

Luxemburg: Jonn B. BeNNETT, Michigan,
mother.

Norway: Aveust H. ANDRESEN, Minnesota,
father and mother; HaroLp C, Hacen, Minne-
sota, father and mother; Heney M. JACESON,
Washington, father and mother; Tror C.
TorreErFsoN, Washington, father.

Palestine: Jacon K. JavITs,
mother.

Poland: CHesTER A. CHESNEY, Illinois, fa-
ther and mother; THOMAS S. Gorbon, Illinols,

New York,

father and mother; CHEsTER C. GORsKI, New -

York, father and mother JoHN LESINSKI,
Michigan, father and mother; ABraHAM A.
Risicorr, Connecticut, father and mother;
ANnTONI N. SaprLax, Connecticut, father and
mother; GeorGe G. Sapowskil, Michigan, fa-
ther and mother; CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI, Wis-
consin, father and mother.

Rumania: Louis B. HELLER, New York,
father and mother,

Scotland: FRaNK BucHANAN, Pennsylvania,
father; RoseaT Crossgr, Ohlo, father and
mother; WaALTeER K. Grancer, Utah, father;
GorpoN L. McDownoueH, California, father;
HucH B. MrrcHELL, Washington, father; Ros-
erT L. Ramsay, West Virginia, father and
mother.

Spain: AnTonIo FERNGS-ISERN, Puerto Rico,
father.

Sweden: Leroy JoHNSON, California, fa-
ther; WaLTER NorBLAD, Oregon, father,

Wales: Ivor D. FENTON, Pennsylvania, fa=-
ther and mother; THoMAs A. JENEINS, Ohlo,
father and mother; Noar M. Mason, Illinois,
mother; TEoMmas E. Morean, Pennsylvania,
father; Eowarp H. Rees, Kansas, father.

These Congressmen are foreign-born: RoB-
erT CrossEr, Scotland; Noam M. Mason,
Wales; RoseaT L. Ramsay, England; AporrH
J. SasatH, Cgzechoslovakia; KARL STEFAN,
Czechoslovakia; CHAsE GoiNg WCODHOUSE,
Canada.

COST OF THE PRESIDENT'S TRIP

Mr. ARENDS. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARENDS. Mr, Speaker, we still
have before us this huge deficit-spending
bill of around $28,000,000,000. 3

I think the record should show that
while we struggle here—week after week,
day after day, last Saturday included—
trying to reduce these proposed expendi-
tures, President Truman left Washing-
ton yesterday afternoon on a tour to
advocate new ways of spending money.

If he were making this tour into 16
States to explain to the American peo-
ple the country’s precarious fiscal situa-
tion and the absolute necessity of saving
every dollar possible, the taxpayers would
probably consider this extraordinary ex-
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pense estimated at $250,000 to pay for
this trip to be a good investment.

Unfortunately, that is not the purpose
of the trip. He is making this trip to
repeat his promises of something for
everyone which in the end mean nothing
for anyone.

The American people recognize that
we are in a period of ruinous inflation
and well on the road to national bank-
ruptcy, and I do not think President
Truman will be able to persuade them to
commit financial suicide by adopting his
socialistic spending program.

SPECIAL CRDERS GRANTED

Mr. HOLIFIELD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 20
minutes today, following the legislative
program and any special orders hereto-
fore entered.

Mr. MACK of Washington asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 20 minutes on tomorrow fol-
lowing the legislative program and any
special orders heretofore entered.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 5 minutes today following the
legislative program and any special
orders heretofore entered.

Mr. RICH asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 10
minutes today following the legislative
program and any special orders hereto-
fore entered.

MR. PRESIDENT

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks at this point in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak-
er, Dear Mr. President: Bon voyage. The
eyes of Texas are upon you.

SEVENTH REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC
COCPERATION ADMINISTRATION —
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before
the House the following message from
the President of the United States, which
was read, and, together with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foerign Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States of
America:

I am transmitting herewith the
seventh report of the Economic Coopera-
tion Administration created by the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1948 (Public
La;; 472, 80th Cong.), approved April 3,
1948.

The report covers activities under the
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948 (title
I of Public Law 472) as well as the pro-
grams of economic aid to China under
section 12 of Public Law 47, Eighty-first
Congress, and to the Republic of Korea
under the provisions of the Foreign Aid
Appropriation Act of 1949 (Public Law
793, 80th Cong.), and Public Laws 154
and 196, Eighty-first Congress.

There is included in the appendix a
summary of the status of the United
States Foreign Relief Program (Public



6642

Law 84, 80th Cong.) and the United
States Foreign Aid Program (Public Law
389, 80th Cong.).
This report covers the quarter ended
December 31, 1849,
Harry S. TRUMAN.
THE WHITE Housg, May 8, 1950.

MILK PRODUCTION IN THE STATE OF NEW
YORK

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to call the attention of this
House to a fact that is quite frequently
overlooked, namely, that the Stafe of
New York is the greatest milk-producing
State after the great State of Wisconsin,

Our State, I think, most unfortunate-
1y, is too often confused and overshad-
owed by New York City and people out-
side of our borders are prone to look upon
all New Yorkers as city slickers.

I have the honor to represent Dela-
ware County, which county has again,
for the tenth consecutive year, been de-
clared in first place as the leading milk-
producing county in the State of New
York. The 381,000,000 pounds of milk
received from this county at pool-ap-
proved plants during last year had a
value of more than $15,500,000 at uni-
form prices, according to the Milk Mar-
keting Administrator. The 10 top coun-
ties listed in order of value of milk pro-
duced in the State of New York are as
follows: Delaware, St. Lawrence, Jeffer-
son, Oneida, Chenango, Madison, Otsego,
Herkimer, Orange, also in my district,
and Porfland Counties.

The total value of milk products pro-
duced in the State of New York in the
year 1949 was $366,995,000.

It is therefore fair to say that the
dairy industry is one of the most im-
portant as well as the most necessary
industries in our whole State and also
in our Nation.

CALL OF THE HOUSE
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I make

the point of order that a quorum is not
present,

The SPEAEER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present.
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I

move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names: .

[Roll No, 155] .
Angell Cooley Gwinn
Barden Cox Hall,
Barrett, Pa. Crosser Edwin Arthur
Bates, Ky. Davenport Hare
Bolling Davies, N.Y. Hart
Boykin Dawson Hays, Ark
Breen Deane Hébert
Buckiey, N. ¥. Douglas Herter
Carlyle Eaton Huber
Carnahan Fernandez Javits
Case, N. J. Gilmer Judd
Case, 8. Dak, Gore Eearns
Cavalcante Granshan Kelley, Pa,
Chatham Grant Eennedy
Chudofl Green Keogh
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Kunkel Morton Simpson, Pa,
lane Moulder Smith, Ohio
Larcade Nelson Staggers
Lichtenwalter Nixon Stigler
Linehan Norton Towe
McConnell Pfeifer, Underwood
McGrath Joseph L, Walsh
McMillen, IIl. Powell Werdel
Mack, Ill, Priest ‘White, Calif,
Macy Quinn Wickersham
Madden Redden Willls
Merrow Rhodes Wilson, Ind
Miles Richards Wolcott
Miller, Calif, Roosevelt Wood
Morgan Badlak

Morrison Scott, Hardle

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three
hundred and forty-one Members have
answered to their names, a quorum,

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with,

THE TOUR OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

. objection to the request of the gentleman
from Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, the Pres-
ident’'s speech-making, handshaking
tour is a desperate attempt to convince
the voters of Iowa and other States into
believing that the President and his par-
ty, now in control of Congress and the
White House, are in no way responsible
for the drop in farm income, wages, and
business, which has taken place since his
party took control of Congress on Jan-
uary 3, 1949, after 2 years of Republican
congressional control during which time
farm income, wages, and business was
at an all-time high, because during that
time our free-enterprise system was per-
mitted to operate full speed ahead with-
out threats, reprisals, or hindrance from
Congress,

That free American breathing spell
came to an abrupt end in November
1548, because there were too few deep-
thinking people who took the time to
vote. And what a terrific penalty they
and every American has paid ever since,

Also, I have no doubt that the Presi-
dent will tell the people that he and his
party have rid the Government of the
immoral perverts and communists, when
the fact is that had it not been for such
fearless, patriotic, public servants as our
Senator Hickenlooper, of Iowa, Sena-
tor McCarthy, of Wisconsin, and J, Ed-
gar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, America might
well this very moment be dominated
completely by the Socialists and Com-
munists in Government, to whom the
President has never missed a chance to
give aid and comfort.

Now, of course, some folks will go to
see the President of the United States.
‘We Americans are big enough to pay due
respect to the highest office of our land,
but we have also the right as free-born
Americans to expect the man who holds
that high office to live up to the oath of
office he solemnly took and which made
him President of the United States.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HARRISON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
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clude an editorial from the Washington
Star.

Mr. KEE asked and was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks and include
an article by Mr. Boris Shishkin, Direc-
tor of the European Labor Division of
the Economic Cooperation Administra-
tion.

Mr. HAYS of Ohio asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks,

Mrs., WOODHOUSE asked and was
given permission to extend her remarks
and include a statement on Home Dem-
onstration Week.

Mr. GOODWIN asked and was given

ermission to extend his remarks in four
separate instances and in each to include
extranzous material.

Mr. CRAWFORD asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances, in one to include an article on
Alaskan statehood and in the other a
statement by Mr. Benjamin Fairless.

Mr. McCORMACK (at the request of
Mr. MaNSFIELD) was given permission to
extend his remarks and include an ar-
ticle from the Washington Star.

Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in three
instances and include newspaper and
magazine articles.

Mr. HOLIFIELD asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks,

Mrs. ST. GEORGE asked and was given
permission to extend her remarks and
include two newspaper articles.

Mr. PASSMAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include in each a news-
paper article.

Mr., HERLONG asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include extraneous matter,

Mr. SABATH asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an article from the Chicago Sun-
Times, also an editorial.

Mr. BARTLETT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude two editorials.

Mr, DOLLIVER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include a letter concerning certain im-
ports into the United States.

Mr, MILLER of Nebraska asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks,

Mr. MULTER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in
three instances and include extraneous
maftter,

Mr. CELLER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two
instances.

Mr. HCOPE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend the remarks
he will make in the Committee of the
Whole today and include extraneous
matter, .

Mr. GAMBLE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in three
instances and include editorials.

Mr. SAYLOR asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an editorial,

Mr., WICGLESWORTH asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks and include ftwo mnewspaper
articles.

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two
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instances and include extraneous ma-
terial,

Mr. GATHINGS asked and was given
Ppermission to extend his remarks and
include an article.

Mr. DINGELL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in
three insfances, in one to include a state-
ment by the distinguished Ira Dean Mc-
Coy, doctor of medicine, on the subject
The Truth About Federal Health Insur-
ance appearing in the Huron (Mich.)
News of February 17; in another to in-
clude a letter from the distinguished Ad-
miral C. E. Rosendahl in support of the
metal clad lighter-than-air ship; and in
another to include a statement, letter,
and resolution of the International
Union of Brewery, Flour, Cereal, Soft
Drink, and Distillery Workers.

Mr. SHAFER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include a speech by Mr. JACKsON of Cali-
fornia as given before the Marine Corps
Association on Saturday last.

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 1951

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the hill (H. R. 7786) mak-
ing appropriations for the support of
the Government for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1951, and for other pur-
poses.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill H. R.
7786, with Mr. CoOPER in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

CHAFTER IX. CIVIL FUNCTIONS

The CHAIRMAN. Permit the Chair
to announce that consideration of
amendments to chapter VIII of the
pending bill was concluded on Saturday
last. The Clerk will now begin reading
chapter IX on page 332, line 1 of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

S1GNAL CORPS
ALASKA COMMUNICATION SYSTEM

For expenses necessary for the operation,
Mmaintenance, and improvement of the Alaska
Communication System, Including purchase
(not to exceed one) and hire of passenger
motor vehicles, $3,000,000, to remain avail-
able until the close of the fiscal year 1852,
and in addition not to exceed 15 per centum
of the current fiscal year receipts of the
Alaska Communication System may be
merged with and used for the purposes of
this appropriation.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I can hear a 13-car
presidential train going down the track
with smoke coming out of her old smoke
stack, costing the taxpayers $250,000 for
a 10-day political jaunt. It seems to me
that is a lot of money, and we ought to
know where we are going to get it, and
I do not know why we should spend it.
Whoo-whoo-whoo! Whistle stop.

Ladies and gentlemen of America, we
are now going to tell you that the Bran-
nan plan is the proper thing for this
country to take upon yourselves, and
just remember that the subsidies that
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we are going to pay all of you people
are going to help you greatly. Who cares
for expenses. Choo-choo-choo rolling
down the track, Whoo-whoo-whoo!
Here that old train is stopping again.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, a point
of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
will state it,

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman is on
the wrong road. He is in Alaska.

Mr, RICH. Ladies and gentlemen, I
want to tell you that the Taft-Hartley
Act ought to be changed, but the Con-
gress of the United States would not
change it in 2 weeks as I thought they
would ; months have gone by. It is going
to take us 2 years to change it. You will
have to elect a lot of people to Congress
this fall so that we can change the Taft-
Hartley Act, and it is going to cost you
a lot of money to do that.

Just remember this, that the train is
rolling along now, and the President is
telling the people of this country just
what is going to happen. If they do not
obey his orders.

Choo-choo-choo! Whoo-whoo-whoo!
Now here we come, citizens. We are
going to tell you about the economy that
we want in Government. You know, we
talk economy and yet we want to spend
all the money you can spend, and now
we are going down the road $7,000,000,-
000 in debt. Just remember this, $7,-
000,000,000 does not mean much, because
we expect our children to pay that debt.
But, we are going to ask for more taxes.
Now, when we give you more taxes, then
you ought to be happy in this country.

Choo-choo-choo! Here we come.
Whoo-whoo-whoo! Now we are going to
tell you ladies and gentlemen of America
that we are going to have a draft. We
want a draft so that we can get more
people in the Army. You know, it did
not work very well the last couple of
years; we did not need it, but we are
going to get closer to war, and as we get
closer to war we are going to need the
draft and we are going to spend more
money to aid the Army. The bigger our
Army the more the cost.

Choo-cheo-choo! Whoo-whoo-whoo!
Just remember, ladies and gentlemen of
this country, what is happening in for-
eign countiries. We have got to spend
money to help all these foreign coun-
fries. They need it badly, and we do
not care anything about taxes in this
country. So, let us give them the money
and give them all they want. That is
the way we will make this country
prosperous—by trying to aid them. We
care nothing for debt.

Choo-choo-choo! There goes that
train going down the track. Whoo-~
whoo-whoo! Communism-in America.
That is just something that the Repub-
licans talk about. You know that it is
just a red herring that they are trying
to draw across the trail of efficient gov-
ernment.

Choo-choo-choo! 'Whoo-whoo-whoo!
Little business. Little business is coming
into its own now. We are going to help
little business. Little business needs the
money. The bankers will not lend them
the money and we are going to give it to
them, We care nothing for debt or faxes.
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Who says we are going bankrupt? Only
the Republicans.

Choo-choo-choo! Whoo-whoo-whoo!
On the road down to socialism. As we
come down the road to socialism and
pump priming we are going to tell the
people of this country that that is what
we have to do. Choo-choo-choo! Have
the Government run business. Stop that
train, Mr. Conductor. This is America,
and I want to tell the people that we will
run the country for them. Be patient,
America, we will take you all for a ride.

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last two words
and ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend my remarks and speak out of
order,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Chairman, it
seems to me this is a rather peculiar
time in the history of our country for
us to be descending  to discourses on
petty politics such as we have just had
here. I think we ought to recognize
that in times like these we have soms
serious problems on our hands, problem:
with which you and I are trying to
grapple.

But I cannot help, as long as there
have been some observations made on
the floor, to recall that only last Satur-
day I paid a visit to the State of the
gentleman who just preceded me in the
well of the House. I made a speech at
Philadelphia last Saturday. While I
was there I took occasion to consult with
some of the leading citizens of that area
to find out what was happening in the
State of Pennsylvania,

I found in one sense nothing new. I
found the same old crowd that for years
has been dominant in the politics of the
State of Pennsylvania is still very much
on top of the heap. I am referring, of
course, to what is commonly known as
the Grundy machine. Many years ago
when I taught at the University of Penn-
sylvania the Grundy machine was on
top of the heap. It still is. Anyone who
has ever taken the trouble to study even
in the most easual manner the politics of
Pennsylvania and, for that matter, the
politics of the United States, knows very
well what the Gundy machine has
meant. The Grundy machine has been
an organization concerned only with the
interests of one group of citizens. It has
been concerned exclusively with the in-
terests of the Pennsylvania Manufactur-
ers Association and the kind of legisla-
tion which the Pennsylvania Manufac-
turers Association wanfts.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BIEMILLER. I yield to my friend
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the
distinguished majority floor leader.

Mr. McCORMACE, Is it not true that
Governor Duff has accused Grundy of
controlling the Pennsylvania Manufac-
turers Association, and accused them in
turn of controlling and owning the Re-
publican Party and controlling the
State? I would be interested to know
whether the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. RicH] is a Duff man or &
Grundy man,



6644

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, BIEMILLER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. Iam for a good, sound ad-
ministration in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, and we are going to have it. We
are not going to ask anybody from the
State of Wisconsin or Massachusetts to
tell us how to run the State of Pennsyl-
vania, because we get along up there and
we always have. We are a hard-working
people, industrious, honest, and consci-
entious.

Mr. Grundy is one of the citizens of
this country who asked for labor to have
jobs by having a high tariff, and I am
with Mr. Grundy on that. I am against
the reciprocal-trade agreements because
they are going to wreck this country,
throw labor out of employment, and cldse
down industry.

If that is what you want, you are going
to get it. The quicker you turn back,
the better it will be.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, BIEMILLER. I yield.

Mr. DINGELL. About all the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania said was that
he is opposed to sin—but what does he
stand for on the positive side?

Mr. BIEMILLER. While I was in
Pennsylvania, I made an observation on
the subject referred to by the gentleman
from Massachusetts. There is a very
interesting internecine warfare going on
in the Republican Party of Pennsylvania,
The Governor of Pennsylvania, as cor-
rectly stated by the majority leader, has
been out, really been out against the
Grundy machine and has pointed out
facts that many of us have known for
a great many years—but which not many
Republicans are willing to talk about.
That is that the Pennsylvania Manufac-
turers Association and their allies in the
power trust, through Joe Grundy, have
been running the State of Pennsylvania.
In the course of this very interesting
internal fieht, some interesting things
have happened in the politics of the
State of Pennsylvania. We have found,
for example, that one self-styled Re-
publican liberal who came originally
from the Middle West, Mr. Harold Stas-
sen, who is now president of the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania, is obviously more
concerned with using that high position

a sounding board for self-seeking
pontics than he is in trying to administer
the affairs of the University of Pennsyl-
vania because he is now in this campaign
with everything he has. This alleged
liberal, this self-styled liberal, is now
lined up with the Grundy machine in
this fight, a rather interesting transition
for one who was prating during recent
months of what a great white hope he
was for liberalism in the Republican
Party. Of course, we in the Middle West
are not overly surprised for we have long
known that Mr. Stassen is concerned
primarily with just one project—the
self-advancement of Harold Stassen.
Evidently he is convinced the Grundy
machine will win in Pennsylvania.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
paragraph do now close.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

For construction, installation, and equip-
ment of temporary or permanent public
works, including bulldings, facilities, appur-
tenances and utilitles, at stations of the
Alaska Communication System, as author-
ized by act of October 27, 1949 (Public Law
414), without regard to sections 1136 and
3734, Revised Statutes, as amended, includ-
ing hire of passenger motor vehicles; pay-
ment of claims as authorized by law (28
U. 8. C. 2672); $1,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That this ap-
propriation shall not be avallable for con-
struction of family quarters at (1) a cost per
family unit in excess of $28,000 for construc-
tion, including kitchen range, refrigerator,
telephone, architectural and engineering
services, and all contingencies; nor at (2)
a cost per family unit in excess of $5,000, for
site development and outside utilities, in-
cluding architectural and engineering serv-
ices therefor and all contingencies.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BARTLETT: On
page 334, line 20, strike out “$1,000,000" and
insert “$2;877,920."

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment sought to bring the con-
struction appropriation for the Alaska
Communication System to $2,877,920
from the House committee allowance of
$1,000,000 represenfs construction of
buildings for technical equipment in the
amount of $2,216,000 for radio trans-
mitters, receivers, and the necessary
power equipment for the operation of
the equipment and construction of 28
sets of family quarters in the amount of
$661,920 to be used mainly for noncom-
missioned officers.

In the entire Alaska Communication
System of 42 stations there is technical
equipment valued at about $8,000,000.
It is imperative that this eguipment
which is now installed in the wartime
buildings which are either tar-paper-
covered shacks or quonset huts be re-
placed with new buildings as the old
buildings have now deteriorated to a
point where they are beyond economical
repair,

The Department of the Army has re-
cently advertised for bids for the con-
struction of four types of family houses
to be built at Fort Richardson, Alaska,
and the type of construction and the
size is reduced from the previous stand-
ards built in this area. The low bid for
a single unit of the military construc-
tion, on the assumption that 400 would
be built, was $15,000. The unit cost at
Anchorage for the Alaska Communica-
tion System program has been estimat-
ed at $19,700 since the estimate is based
on individual units rather than a block
bid on the Army construction of 400
units, Since the funds in the appropria-
tions bill for the construction program
of the Alaska Communication System
for family quarters are at distant points
from Anchorage, such as Fairbanks, Big
Delta, Cathedral Bluffs, Northway, Skag-
way, and Naknek, it is obvious that sin-
gle units at these distant points will cost
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more. The computed average price is
$23,640. Following is a short chart giv-
ing a break-down of the $661,920 for fam-
ily quarters sought by the amendment:

Estimated cost of ACS family housing for
fiscal year 1951

Bids were recently opened for 50
8-family row houses (400 units),
at Fort Richardson. Based on low
bid the total cost per family unit
including furnished materials and
cost of engineering, design, in-
spection, supervision, and ad-
ministration is

For ACS duplexes add—

b6 percent for individual heat-
ing £750
10 percent for size of program

$15, 000

(1 to 8 units instead of 400). 1,500
10 percent for more costly de-
sign (duplex 1-story instead
of 8-family (2-5tOrY)-ccemec= 1,500
Total 18, 750
Contingencies 5 percent...-.-- 938
Per unit cost at Anchorage_... 19,688
Round figure.. - o0 19,700

Amount recommended based on above es=-
timate for Anchorage and applying the con-
struction factors for more remote locations:

Num-

Fac- | Unit Budget

Station tor | cost b“g amount

Anchorage 11,0 {$19,700 8 (8157, f00

Fairbanks_.__ 1.2 , 640 8| 180,120

Big Delta_.__ 1.4 | 27, 580 2| 55 160

Cathedral Bluffs 1.6 | 31, 520 2| 63,040

Northway 1.6 | 31, 520 2| 63,040

kagway 1.0 | 19,700 2| 30,400

Nakogk. ... o ieieanen] 1.3 , 640 4 , 560

o 2o IR ] SRR | LT 28 | 661, 920
Average per

1 RN MRRE LS | memae-| (23,040)

1 Base.

The favorable bids on Fort Richardson re-
sulted from a new design which incorporated
reduced standards of construction from those
of last year. The figures recommended for
the ACS budget assume a similar reduction
in standards for ACS houses.

It must be emphasized that the Alaska
Communication System was provided $2,159,~
548 in the 1940 fiscal year which permitted
the building of some very modest family
quarters. In the 1950 fiscal year, although
many millions were appropriated in the mili-
tary budget for quarters in Alaska, none was
appropriated for the Alaska Communication
System. Therefore, for the fiscal year 1951
this request of only $661,9820 for the con~
struction of 28 family quarters is a very
modest request considering the total require-
ment.

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the
people who staff the ACS are doing
a grand job. They handle all communi-
cations for the Army, the Air Force, and
some of the Navy communications and
for the civilian population of Alaska,
They are required to live at distant
points, often under unfavorable circum-
stances. The ACS has been, by and
large, the most valuable training ground
we possess for Signal Corps personnel.
The people who came out of the system
during World War II were the backbone
of the Signal Corps’ expanding functions.
Those people ought to be taken care of
in respect to family dwellings, along with
the other persons in the armed services
in the Territory.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Alaska [Mr. BARTLETT]
has expired.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this section close in 5 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. RaBauT]?

There was no objection,

Mr. RABAUT., Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, in reply to the Delegate
from Alaska [Mr. BARTLETT], I would say
that a study is being made by the De-
partment of Defense, which has perhaps
now been concluded, but the results of
which have not yet been made to the
committee. It is true they asked for
$3,000,000, and it is set forth quite ex-
plicitly on page 48 of the hearings, and
detailed to some extent. The committee
thought it was doing very well by this
item in allowing $1,000,000. There has
been a state of confusion in the building
business in Alaska, and it has been a
very expensive proposition. Accordingly,
the committee feels it has done the best
it could under the circumstances, and
the newness of the program, and we ask
for a vote on the amendment and that
it be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on
the amendment offered by the Delegate
from Alaska.

The amendment was rejected,

The Clerk read as follows:

RIVERS AND HARBORS

Maintenance and improvement of existing
river and harbor works: For the preservation
and maintenance of existing river and har-
bor works, and for the prosecution of such
projects heretofore authorized as may be
most desirable in the Interests of commerce
and navigation; for surveys of northern and
northwestern lakes and other boundary and
connecting waters as heretofore authorized,
including the preparation, correction, print-
ing, and issuing of charts and bulletins, and
the investigation of lake levels; for preven-
tion of obstructive and injurious deposits
within the harbor and adjacent waters of
New York City; for expenses of the Call-
fornla Débris Commission in carrying on the
work authorlzed by the act approved March
1, 1893, as amended (33 U. 8. C. 661, 678,
and 683); for removing sunken vessels or
craft obstructing or endangering navigation
as authorized by law; for operating and
maintaining, keeping in repair, and continu-
ing in use without interruption any lock,
canal (except the Panama Canal), canalized
river, or other public works for the use and
benefit of navigation belonging to the United
Btates; for payment annually of tuition fees
of not to exceed 76 student officers of the
Corps of Engineers at civil technical institu-
tions under the provisions of section 127a
of the National Defense Act, as amended (10
U. 8. C. 535); for examinations, surveys, and
contingencies of rivers and harbors; for ex-
amination of estimates of appropriations in
the field; for printing and binding and cffice
supplies and equipment required in the Office
of the Chief of Engineers to carry out the
purposes of this appropriation, including
guch printing, elther during a recess or ses=-
sion of Congress, of surveys authorized by
law, and such surveys as may be printed dur-
ing a recess of Congress shall be printed, with
illustrations, as documents of the next suc-
ceeding session of Congress; $187,678,000:
Provided, That no part of this appropriation
shall be expended for any preliminary exami-
nation, survey, preject, or estimate not au-
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thorized by law: Provided further, That from
this appropriation the Secretary of the
Army may, in his discretion and on the rec-
ommendation of the Chief of Engineers based
on the recommendation by the Board of
Rivers and Harbors in the review of a report
or reports authorized by law, expend such
sums as may be necessary for the main-
tenance of harbor channels provided by a
Btate, municipality, or other public agency,
outside of harbor lines and serving essential
needs of general commerce and navigation,
such work to be subject to the conditions
recommended by the Chlef of Engineers in
his report or reports thereon: Provided fur-
ther, That not to exceed $5,000 of the amount
herein appropriated shall be available for the
support and maintenance of the Permanent
International Commission of the Congresses
of Navigation and for the payment of the
expenses of the properly accredited delegates
of the United States to the meeting of -the
Congresses and of the Commission: Provided
further, That from this appropriation not to
exceed $2,700,000 shall be avallable for trans-
fer to the Secretary of the Interior for ex-
penditure for the purposes of and in accord-
ance with the provisions of the act of August
B, 1948 (16 U, 8. C. 756), and the act of
August 14, 1948.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PASSMAN:

Page 337, line 1, after the semicolon, insert
the phrase “for the execution of detalled in-
vestigations and the preparation of plans and
specifications for projects heretofore or here-
after authorized.”

Page 337, line 10, strike out “$187,678,000"
and insert in lieu thereof “$189,178,000."”

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order against the amend-
ment.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for five
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Louisiana is recognized for 10
minutes,

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, the
purpose of this amendment is fo get into
the bill language that would permit the
Corps of Army Engineers to confinue
their planning program and to provide
$1,000,000 in planning money. The Bu-
reau of the Budget recommended for
rivers and harbors $240,714,000. The bill
before you provides only $187,678,000, a
reduction by the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors in the amount of $53,036,000.
The amendment before you will pro-
vide only $1,000,000 in planning money
against the Budget's recommendations
of $2,000,000.

I shall offer another amendment under
“mMood control, general,” which, if
adopted, would provide $2,000,000 in
planning money. Under “Flood control,
general,” the Bureau of the Budget rec-
ommended $478,447,000. The bill before
you provides only $341,055,000, a reduc-
tion by the committee in this item of
$137,393,000. The amendment I shall
offer under “Flood control, general,” will
provide for only $2,000,000 in planning
money against the Budget’s recommen-
dation of $4,000,000.

Mr. Chairman, elimination of plan-
ning money for the fiscal year 1951 will
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bring planning work to a standstill and
prevent the preparation of plans and
specifications for useful and necessary
projects which should be started in the
near future. To my way of thinking, it
is false economy to eliminate planning
money and hamstring the Corps of Army
Engineers. I should like to direct to the
committee’s attention that in recent
years the Burcau of the Budget has re-
quired strict limitation on new projects
started, with the result that the Bureau’s
recommendations and estimates, de-
fended by the chief of engineers, for
the last three fiscal years, provide for
1549 only 19 new projscts; 1950, only 5
new projects; 1951, no new projects.

The recommendation of the Budget
that no new projects be started is a very
drastic curtailment, but in addition to
that curtailment, if we deprive the Corps
of Army Engineers of planning money,
we are going to paralyze and, to a large
extent, destroy rivers and harbors and
flood control development. I am of the
opinion, and I believe the majority of the
committee will concur, that the Corps of
Army Engineers are doing a creditable
job. Many things have happened in the
past 2 years which, on the surface, ap-
pear to have been planned to embarrass
the Corps of Army Engineers and to dis-
credit them in the great job they are
doing.

Those of you who have kept up with
construction work of the Corps of Army
Engineers know very well that projects
of the civil works program which are
now complete and in operation have al-
ready returned to the Nation about $2.15
for every dollar expended. It would be
nothing less than false economy, and
certainly it would endanger the lives of
our citizens and destroy their property
to interrupt or defer progress on rivers
and harbors and flocd-control construe-
tion work.

Is it not true that we have billions of
dollars in rivers and harbors and flood-
contrel authorizations outstanding? Is
it not also true that the Congress passed
a flood-control bill only a few days ago
in the amount of $1,500,000,000? This
bill passed the House by a vote of 210 for
with only 137 against. What would be
the purpose of passing a new rivers and
harbors and flood-control bill authoriz-
ing additional expenditures if it is the
purpose of the Congress to eliminate
planning money and to paralyze the nor-
mal operations of the Corps of Army En-
gineers?

Mr. Chairman, we are all in favor of
greater economy in all branches of our
Federal Government. My record will in-
dicate that I have worked to effect great-
er economy. I am on record as having
voted against many appropriation bills,
but there are certain public improvement
expenditures that are absolutely neces-
sary and these expenditures give us a
large return on the investment. Rivers
and harbors and flood-control work give
us a very sauisfactory return on our in-
vestment and protect the lives and prop-
erty of our citizens.

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Ap-
propriations Committe, it has been my
privilege to cooperate with the chair-
man and all members of the committee.
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In my own subcommittee I voted for cer-
tain reductions. On the floor of this
House I opposed an amendment that had
for its purpose to increase the appropria-
tion bill in favor of a new program, but
my amendment does not in any way start
any new program. Itmerely provides for
a very minimum of planning money for
the Corps of Army Engineers and I am
of the opinion, in the long run, if this
amendment is adopted, it will save the
taxpayers untold millions of dollars. Cer-
tainly if we permit the Corps of Army
Engineers to disrupt their planning work
and lose trained personnel, when the
planning program is again started it
will cost many additional millions of
dollars to get the planning program back
on a current basis. We experienced such
a disruption in the President’s freeze or-
der of 1946 and it has been estimated
that that order cost the taxpayers many
millions of dollars.

I wish to direct to the attention of the
committee that rivers and harbors and
flood-control development are almost
Nation-wide and not localized in any
sense of the word.

I have a very high regard for every
member of the Army Civil Functions
Subcommittee. They have worked hard
and untiringly to report out a good bill
and I shall not complain too much about
the unusual reduction made in this chap-
ter. However, I certainly disagree with
members of the committee when they at-
tempt to paralyze and hamstring the
Corps of Army Engineers by eliminating
planning money. I hope that you sup-
port this amendment and also the
amendment that I shall offer under
“Flood control,” generally because, in my
opinion, to do so will save the taxpayers
many millions of dollars in the long run,
and prevent the destruction of one of the
finest organizations in the Government,
namely, the Corps of £rmy Engineers,

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia.

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman’s
amendment, as I understand, applies to
plans or projects heretfore authorized
and hereafter authorized.

Mr. PASSMAN. That is correct.

Mr. VINSON. If it applies to projects
hereafter authorized, it is subject to a
point of order. I suggest to the gentle-
man that ke make it apply to projects
heretofore authorized so that he will
have some basis for his argument.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. There was no
point of order made againt it, and that
language was carried by the committee.
I think the gentleman from Georgia has
made a good suggestion, and I suggest
that the language “or hereafter author-
ized” be eliminated from the gentleman’s
amendment, and then it would not be
subject to a point of order.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that my amendment
be modified to eliminate the word
“hereafter”.
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The CHA.RMAN. Isthere objection to
the request of the gentleman from Louisi-
ana?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment as now modified.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PASSMAN:

On page 337, line 1, after the semicolon, in-
sert the phrase “for the execution of de-
talled investigation and the preparation of
plans and specifications for projects hereto-
fore authorized.”

On page 337, line 10, strike out the fizure
“$187,678,000" and insert in lieu thereof
“$188,678,000.”

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Louisiana.

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to ask the
gentleman this question. His amend-
ment now will authorize wrat amount for
planning?

Mr. PASSMAN. I would like to say to
the gentleman from Louisiana that the
Bureau of the Budget recommended
$2,000,000 for rivers and harbors, and I
am acsking tha* the committee approve
only $1,000,000. That is half of what
the Bureau of the Budget requested.

Mr. BROOEKS. Does not the gentle-
man’s amendment carry the sum of
$1,500 ° 00?

Mr. PASSMAN. No; it is $1,000,000.
That is half of what the Bureau of the
Budget reguested.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Louisiana has expired.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
be permitted to proceed for one addi-
tional minute so that I may ask him a
question.

The . Does the gentle-
man withdraw his reservation on the
point of order?

Mr. RABAUT. Yes; since the amend-
ment has been changed.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objcction
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan,

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman says
that he has increased the amount by
how much?

Mr, PASSMAN. One million dollars.

Mr. RABAUT. According to the fig-
ures that we have received from the gen-
tleman he increased it $1,500,000. We
are not conceding it, but we just want
to know what the figure is that the gen-
tleman is increasing this amount by,

Mr. PASSMAN. I wish to have the
amendment read “an increase of $1,-
000,000.”

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
if the gentleman will yield, I ask unani-
mous consent that the figure be corrected
so that it will read $188,678,000, and that
will make the increase $1,000,000.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

Mr. BROOKS. I object, Mr. Chair-
man. I think the full budget request
for planning ought to be in the bill.
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Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, then the increase
is how much?

Mr. PASSMAN. One million dollars
is what I intended to ask for in the
amendment.

Mr. RABAUT. How can the gentle-
man intend to make it $1,000,000 when
he increases the figure from $187,678.000
to $189,178,0007? That difference is
$1,500,000.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the amendment
be read.

There being no objection, the Clerk
again read the Passman amendment.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to correct the figure
in the amendment so that the increase
will read $1,000,000.

Mr. BROOES. Mr. Chairman, I ob-
ject. Iam in favor of the budget amount
or any amount that will reach toward
the budget amount. I think the amount
in this amendment is too low.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I suggest to the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS]
that, so that his colleagues may try to
accomplish his purpose, he offers an
amendment to the amendment later, and
let the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
Passman] submit his amendment as he
intended.

Mr., RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
a substitute for the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Louisiana.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN as a

substitute for the amendment offered by
Mr. PassManN:

On page 337, line 10, strike out “§187,678,-
000: Provided,” and insert in lleu thereof
“'$192,678,000: Provided, That of this appro-
priation, $2,000,000 shall be available for the
work of construction of the Tennessee-Tom-
bighee Inland Waterway heretofore author-
ized by law (Public Law 525, 79th Cong.), and
£2,000,000 shall be available for construction
of the Demopolis lock and dam in the Black
Warrior, Warrior, and Tombigbee Rivers
project: Provided further”

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 10
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objection.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, I wish
all Members would move around in front
where they can see this map clearly, be-
cause I want to talk about a project that
affects the entire Nation.

In the first place, we are increasing the
appropriation for the Demopolis Dam,
but we are holding it down to $4,000,000,
as recommended by the Bureau of the
Budget. There is no question about both
these projects being a part of the Ten-
nessee-Tombigbee inland waterway.

I want to appeal to you today from
the standpoint of national defense first.
We cannot afford another Pearl Harbor.

We cannot afford to wait until our
sleeping cities are awakened by the ter-
rible music of the bursting bomb, as hap-
pencd at Pear]l Harbor in 1941,
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This project will cut the water dis-
tance between Mobile on the Gulf and
the atomic-bomb plant at Oak Ridge by
more than 800 miles. It will cut the cost
of transportation from the Gulf to Oak
Ridge by anywhere from 50 to 75 per-
cent. Remember, we have already de-
livered approximately 2,000,000 tons of
material into Oak Ridge by barge. But
if you take that material from the Gulf
now, you have to fight the swift current
of the Mississippi River for 869 miles, go
up the Ohio River 47 miles, then up the
Tennessee River 215 miles to reach the
point where, by following this slack-
water route, you would only travel 481
miles in slack water.

In other words, you go 1,131 miles out
of the way, and every foot of it up-
stream,

Someone has said that we have been
on this project for 100 years. That is
true; but they never could build this
project until the Pickwick Dam was built
in 1938, because of the sand ridge be-
tween the Tombigbee and the Tennessee,
where you would have had to have lifts
going both ways, with no water supply
at the summit. When that dam was
built in 1938, raising that water level 54
feet at the mouth of Yellow Creek, the
Army engineers came back and said that
that entirely solved the problem. They
said they could put the summit of this
project in the Tennessee River and have
all the water we would ever need.

Let me show you another thing. This
is not only the missing link, in our pro-
gram of national defense; but it is also
the n.issing link in our program of in-
ternal waterway transportation, for the
simple reason that it cuts the cost of
transportation on a bargeload of 14,000
tons going into the Ohio River by more
than $22,000 on the fuel bill alone. We
have 47 locks and dams on the Ohio
River, 13 on the Monongahela, and 8 on
the Allegheny. It gives us virtually a
slack-water route for returning traffic
all the way to Pittsburgh, Pa., Cincinnati
and Wheeling, and all other points on
the Ohio, the upper Mississippi, the Illi-
nois, and the Missouri kivers, and at
the same time saves the swift current of
the Mississippi River for downstream
trafic. It does the same thing for the
Great Lakes. - would like the lady from
Qhio [Mrs. Borton] to pay particular
attention, because I am coming to Cleve-
land. We have had more people appeal
to us from Cleveland, Ohio, to develop
this project, than I ever dreamed would
enter this fight. It means a slack-water
route all the way back from the Gulf to
the Great Lakes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr., RANKIN., I yield for a question,

Mr. TABER. Would the gentleman
be able to tell us how far it is from New
Orleans to Mobile?

Mr, RANKIN. It is 156 miles along
the intracoastal waterway that is pro-
tected by a string of islands and is slack-
water every step of the way.

Going back to Cairo, it would cut the
cost on a 14,000 barge load from the
Gulf of Mexico to Cairo above $20,000
on the fuel bill alone. That means that
saving on every barge load that goes into

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

the Great Lakes up the Illinois River, or
up the Mississippi River all the way to
Minneapolis and St. Paul, or up the Mis-
souri River.

Again let me call to your attention the
fact that the iron-ore supply in America
is being rapidly depleted, and unless
something is done to find a source of
iron ore, you are going to find your great
industrial plants in the Middle West, in
Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Detroit, Chicago,
St. Louis, and all the other cities in that
area seeking locations elsewhere. The
iron-ore supply in that entire area is
rapidly declining.

But they have discovered the greatest
high-grade iron-ore deposit in the world
in Venezuela. Let me read to you what
someone has written in the interests of
the steel producers of this great area,
He says:

They have discovered a huge mountain ex-
tending upward 2,000 feet, 1 mile wide and
11 miles long., It is practically all high-
grade iron ore, the richest and largest high-
grade ore deposit in the history of the worid.

These barges that go down the Mis-
sissippi River, when they come back not
only can bring this iron ore from Vene-
zuela, but they can bring back bauxite
that the people of that area are using
to manufacture aluminum. They can
also bring back oil. One man wrote me
that he was shipping 15,000 automobiles
a month from Detroit down the Ohio
and the Mississippi Rivers. He said, “I
want to bring back oil,” which he can
get right at the Demopolis field, and save
him $20,000 on one barge load.

But the way it is now, he said:

The swift current of the Mississippl River
eats up my profit.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield.

Mr., JONES of Alabama. I wonder if
the gentleman could supply us with the
figures of trafiic density on this river,
caused by the development of the South
American iron-ore fields.

Mr. RANKIN. With this develop-
ment it will double, treble, and quad-
ruple the traffic on the Mississippi River.
The traffic will go counterclockwise
down the Mississippi, across to Mobile,
up through the Tombighee to the Ten-
nessee and then downsiream to Padu-
cah and Cairo.

This traffic would move counterclock-
wise, go down the Mississippi, across to
Mobile, back up through this slack-
water route to the Tennessee and then
downstream to Paducah and Cairo.
When you get above St. Louis you have
26 locks and dams on the Mississippi
between there and Minneapolis and St.
Paul. You have seven locks and dams
on the Illinois River, that provides a
slack-water route into the Great Lakes.
Yet that trafic is bottled up, simply for
the want of this missing link in the
greatest inland waterway system the
world has ever seen.

If this project were in Europe it would
have been developed long ago. If it
were in Europe now, they would be de-
veloping it at the expense of the Ameri-
can taxpayers under the so-called Mar-
shall plan,
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Mr. pEGRAFFENRIED. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, RANKIN. I yield.

Mr, pEGRAFFENRIED. I want to con-
gratulate the gentleman from Mississippi
for the fine work he has done for years
on this project. I believe that the Mem-
bers of Congress are gradually becoming
alive to the fact that this will be not only
of benefit to the South but of benefit to
the entire Nation as a defense project.

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gen-
tleman from Alabama that it will extend
its immediate benefits clear up to the
district of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. REep]. It will extend its benefits to
all of that entire western section of
Pennsylvania, over all of the State of
Ohio, over all of the States of Illinois, In-
diana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, West Vir-
ginia, Kentucky, Missouri, Nebraska,
EKansas, Towa, North and South Dakota,
and Montana. Nearly every one of those
States will really enjoy at least as much,
if not more, benefits from it than will
the State of Mississippi.

I sincerely trust that the committee
will accept this amendment and let us
move forward to the development of the
missing link in our inland waterway sys-
tem, as well as the missing link in our
national defense program.

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. I want to compli-
ment the gentleman for his fine presen-
tation. I propose to support his amend-
ment.

Mr. RANKIN. I thank the gentleman
from Nebraska. I hope my amendment
is adopted unanimously.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

My, VINSCN. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word, and I ask
unanimous consent to address the Com-
mittee for 10 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, the na-
tional defense is vitally involved in this
project.

This project gives our Nation a short
slack-water route.

And why is that important to the
national defense?

It shortens by moze than 800 miles the
distance from the Gulf of Mexico to our
atomic-bomb plant at Oak Ridge.

It cuts the cost of transportation by
50 to 75 percent.

It gives us an additional outlet to the
sea in time of emergency.

It gives us a connecting, highly im-
portant slack-water route from the Gulf
of Mexico to the Chio River, to the upper
Mississipi, to the Missouri River, to the
Great Lakes.

In this day of snorkel submarines, of
guided missiles shot from submarines
against our coastal cities, possibly with
atomic warheads, how vital can a slack-
water inland transportation network be?

Of course, we have no way of knowing,
in time of peace.

But in time of war its importance can
be incalculable,
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As an example, I think of the terrible
depletion, in the last war, of the Mesabi
iron-ore range.

Two years ago the Armed Servic-s
Committee had a forecast from an in-
dustry leader that in the very near future
our great Nation will be substantially de-
pendent upon Brazil and other South
American countries for high-grade iron
ore.

Now, just how, in time of war, will we
get that iron ore, if we have to have it?

That is the kind of defense question
that has interested me in this Tennessee-
Tombighee inland waterway.

I recall only too vividly our tragic ex-
periences with German submarines in
the last war.

Why, members of the committee, even
the Caribbean became almost impassable.

Ships were being sunk, one affer the
other, right off New York Harbor.

And that was before the snorkel sub-
marine.

That was before guided missiles.

That was before atomic energy.

I shudder to contemplate the next sub-
marine war—with submarines fighting
submarines—with homing devices guid-
ing torpedoes—with submarines serving
as carriers of long-range missiles guided
by radio to their targets—missiles armed,
possibly, with such terribly destructive
warheads that it may well be that the
future submarine will be able to devas-
tate the coastal areas of the entire
Nation.

The grief we had in the last war in
frying to get our tankers, our coastal
shipping, or Liberty ships through is all
too vivid in my mind.

We missed only by an eyelash the
losing of the war to the submarine.

And today, Russia has far more sub-
marines—about six times as many—in-
cluding the modern, deadly snorkel type,
than Germany had in her possession af
the outbreak of World War II.

Its potentialities in time of war are
enormous.

To my way of thinking, with national
defense our No. 1 requirement today,
that fact must play an important role
in the decision of the House on this
project.

It will save vast amounts of transpor-
tation costs.

It permits the newly discovered, ex-
tremely rich iron ore deposits of Venezu-
ela to be brought more cheaply—and, of
much greater importance, far more
safely—to our great sieel centers such
as Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Youngstown,
Chicago, Detroit, and St. Louis.

I have checked into the feasibility of
the project.

The Army Chief of Engineers terms the
project not only possible but entirely
feasible.

He reports that the construction of
the Pickwick Dam in 1938 across the Ten-
nessee River, just below the point where
this project reaches the Tennessee, raised
the water level at that point 54 feet.

And that event changed the entire
completion of this project, which has
had a long and troubled history.

For, theretofore, because of a sand
ridge between the Tombighee River and
Tennessee River, it was impracticable to
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consider the project. The geography of
the situation required the construction of
expensive locks.

Now, however, thanks to the Pickwick
Dam, the Army engineers can assert—
and have officially reported—that be-
cause this dam raised the water level 54
feet, the offending sand ridge can be cut
through, the summit of the project can
be put in the Tennessee River, and there
will be ample water for its operation.

So, Mr. Chairman, I urge the commit-
tee to consider this project with greater
sympathy than heretofore.

Its national defense implications are
truly tremendous.

And, as in the case of great weapons
of war, it is far too late to attempt to
build such an enterprise once an emer-
gency is upon us.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. VINSON. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. I am quite sure the
gentleman is quoting General Wheeler.

Mr. VINSON. I am; the gentleman is
right.

Mr. RANKIN. General Wheeler was
Chief of the Army Engineers and was the
Washington representative of the Army
engineers when the survey of this proj-
ect was made back in the 1930’s. In my
opinion he is one of the ablest men who
have ever been Chief of the Army Engi-
neers. He says this project is absolutely
necessaly for our national defense.

Mr. VINSON. There can be no doubt
of that.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON. I yield.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I may say to the
gentleman from Georgia that one rea-
son given by the United States Steel
Corp. for the recent increase in the price
of steel was to procure capital to de-
velop its resources in Venezuela. If
they consider it necessary now to begin
opening up that area, it is an indica-
tion to us that if we are to profit by it
in time of national emergency we must
provide a safe means of getting the raw
material to the industrial areas.

Mr. VINSON. Why, of course. Dur-
ing World War IT right out of New York
Harbor ship after ship was sunk. How
are you going to get this material into the
industrial centers unless you adopt a
measure of this kind and permit the
ships to come through the Caribbean,
then up the Warrior River, up the Tom-
bighee to the Ohio, and thence on up to
Pittsburgh, Chicago, Detroit, and that
whole section of the country?

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. RANEIN. Let me call the gen-
tleman’s attention to the fact that 4
years ago this project was authorized
by a majority vote of both Houses but
they said at that time, “Wait and let
them finish the planning.” The plan-
ning is now complete. We have spent
$858,000 on the planning of this proj-
ect, and the plans are now complete,
as General Pick said the other day.

Bgr. VINSON. The gentleman is cor-
rect.
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Mr., TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment and ask
unanimous consent to proceed for an
additional 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on the
pending amendments and all amend-
ments thereto close in 30 minutes, the
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com-
mittee. I want to make a statement
which I trust will not be taken person-
ally by any Member. Because of what
happened a year ago I will make a per-
sonal objection to the assignment of time
from one Member to another, so those
who want to speak on the amendment
will be asked to speak in their own right.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
reserving the right to object, and I shall
not object, is the gentleman’s request
limited to the amendment proposed by
my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. Ran-
KNl or to the original amendment?

Mr. RABAUT. To the amendments
that are on the Clerk's desk and all
amendments thereto.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from
Michigan may not know it, but he can-
not object to a Member yielding to an-
other Member for an interruption.

Mr. RABAUT. I did not say that.
That statement has not been made.

Mr. RANKIN, No; but this is an at-
tempt to shut off debate.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman,
there are 20 Members standing who wish
to be heard personally, and I do not think
it is right to cut debate on an important
subject like this; therefore, I am forced
to object.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, I think
the Members ought to know something
about this, and I think I ought to call
the attention of the members of the Com-
gtiee to a few of the facts that relate

1%,

The length of this waterway is 268
miles; 180 on the Tombigbee River, 49
from Maceys Creek to Yellow Creek, and
39 down Yellow Creek into the Tennes-
see. That is just about the same dis-
tance as the distance from Albany to
Buffalo. There we built the enlarzed
Erie Barge Canal of just about this same
size, but with only just a few locks, and
40 years ago, with costs much lower than
now; the cost of that construction was
$400,000,000.

Let me tell you this, in arriving at es-
timates which totaled $170,000,000 a
year ago, the engineers put in locks and
dams at from $3,350,000 to $£8,000,000
over all. Let me say to you that single
locks and dams, with the capacity to
carry tows that would be required here,
are set up as costing $20,000,000, and I
have got one of those right in front of
me. Many of them up through the Ohio
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and the Mississippi, in the upper reaches,
cost $15,000,000, and the cost of just the
18 locks and dams, in my judgment—and
I am basing that on my experience with
the engineers and the things that they
have done—would run $270,000,000.

The excavation is enormous. Why, a
Jot of that river is 6 feet wide and 6
inches to 3 feet deep. The width of the
waterway is to be not less than 170 feet
at the bottom of the channel, With re-
spect to the 49 miles between Maceys
Creek and Yellow Creek there is no wa-
ter at all. The entire distance must be
excavated, necessitating the removal of
88,000,000 yards of dirt. The elevation is
170 feet from the water level, which
means excavating 170 feet deep. The
width of this excavation will flare out
about 2,000 feet in order to provide pro-
tection against soil erosion. It is, of
course, impossible for anybody to esti-
mate what it might ultimately come to;
$350,000,000 would be a low estimate of
what it would run.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. Yes; I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. General Pick testified
the other day that the limit would be
$189,000,000.

Mr. TABER. But I have given you the
details, and the gentleman will realize,
if he studies General Pick's operations,
that he runs his figures up. Why, on one
dam on the Missouri River he ran it up
from $75,000,000 to $225.000,600. Oh,
he is a good man to run the figures up.
He does not run them up, though, until
after he gets something started. I
think we ought to understand that first.
The figures that I gave you of from
$350,000,000 to $400,000,000 are low. If
you get into this project you will get in
it away beyond $400,000,000 before you
are through.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Will the gen-
tleman be kind enough to tell us the
dates the calculations were made as to
the estimates on which he says the Chief
of the Corps of Engineers was in error,
s0 the record can be kept straight?

Mr. TABER. It is very hard to go by
that, because the Corps of Engineers re-
design a project after construction is
started on it, and they enlarge on it so
that it costs a great deal more. One
of those items was raised like that be-
tween 1943 and 1244 and the present
time. Others have been raised enor-
mous amounts in 1 year. They have
doubled the cost of one proposed proj-
ect up there this yast year.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Does the
gentlemnan mean the calculations were
made in 1 year, or the original esti-
mates——

Mr. TABER. The original estimates
scmetimes are raised on the basis of
increased size of the project. Some-
times they are raised because they had
given us very low figures to start with,
You cannot tell anything about the fig-
ures they give you. That is our ex-
perience, and it has bzen a very dis-
tressing experience, one that is excezd-
ingly difficult for anyone to put up with.
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Let me show you another thing. It
is 156 miles from New Orleans to Mo-
bile. It is 268 miles up here. You have
18 blocks to go through with great big
tows. The length of time is enormous.
You cannot make speed in that way.

As to this iron-ore business, let me
tell you how that is working, The United
States Steel Co. has wharves set up in
Baltimore and Philadelphia to take the
ore that comes fron. their new project in
Venezuela. That is the farthest ad-
vanced of all the South American ore
projects. They have gone so far as to
spend millions of dollars on those proj-
ects. If they had been figuring on bring-
ing that ore into Mobile, you would have
heard a lot more about that, and you
would have heard about schemes for
deepening the harbor and all that sort
of thing. But they can haul that ore
more cheaply in the large boats up to
Baltimore and Philadelphia and thence
by rail than they can transship it and
haul it by barge up the Mississippi, and
they can do it much more quickly.

Let no one get the idea this is going
to save a lot of money, or that it is a
major item of defense. It is one of those
things that have been dreamed up by
certain people. I do not object to their
having the dream, but I hate to see the
United States Treasury embark on a
project that I cannot see a chance in
the world of working out for less than
$350,000,000 to $400,000,0C0.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will
reject this proposal.

Mr. PASSMAN., Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that my amendment
be modified to read $188 678,000” rather
than the fizure previously submitted.

Mr, RABAUT. Mr, Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, then what would
the effect be?

Mr., PASSMAN. It would increase
rivers and harbors by only $1,000,000.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, further
reserving the right to object, I want fo
say I objected originally to the change
because I favor the higher figure as
recommended in the budget. I with-
draw my objection at the present time
because I have presented an amend-
ment at the Clerk’s desk which will in-
sert the full budget amount.

Mr. PICEETT. Mr. Chairman, fur-
ther reserving the right to object, in the
event the unanimous-consent request of
the gentleman from Louisiana is granted,
what then would be permitted by way
of amendment to the gentleman's
amendment in view of the fact that a
substitute amendment has been offered?

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment
may be offered to the Passman amend-
ment,

Mr. PICKETT. Mr., Chairman, I
withdraw my reservation of objection.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will
again read the amendment offered by
the gentlsman from Louisiana [Mr.
Passman1.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PASSMAN!

Page 337, line 1 after the semicolon, insert
the phrase “for the eXecution of detailed
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investigation and the preparation of plans
and specifications for projects heretofore
authorized.”

Page 337, line 10, strike out the figure
“$187,678,000" and insert in leu thereof
*'$188,678,000."”

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that since my
amendment is a substitute amendment,
I may add a similar amount to my
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will re-
port the substitute amendment offered
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr,
Rawkin].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr., RANKIN as &
substitute for the amendment offered by Mr.
PassMAN: On page 337, line 4, strike out
“$187,678,000: Provided”, and insert in lieu
thereof “$192,178,000: Provided, That of this
appropriation §2,000,000 shall be available for
the work of construction of the Tennessee-
Tombigbee Inland Waterway heretofore au-
thorized by law (Public Law 525, Seventy-
ninth Congress), and §2,000,000 shall be
avallable for construction of the Demopolis
Dock and Dam in the Black Warrior, Warrlor,
?P?d Tombigbee Rivers project: Provided fur-

er,”.

Mr. BRCOKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man offer an amendment to the amend~
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. Passman] or an amendment to the
substitute?

Mr. BROOKS. I have an amendment
to each of those amendments, Mr. Chair-
man, ;

The CHAIRMAN. Which amendment
does the gentleman desire to offer?

Mr. BROOKS. I want to offer both
amendments. I should like to be recog-
nized on either amendment. I will now
offer the amendment to the substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BROOES as an
amendment to the substitute: Strike out
“$192,678,000"” and insert in lieu thereof the
figure “$193,678,000.”

Mr. BROOKS. Mr, Chairman, I have
offered an amendment to the substitute
and I have an amendment to the Pass-
man amendment as originally offered.
My purpose in both instances is to ask
that the committee provide the budget
figure for planning for this purpose
which is $2,000,000. For years we have
been appearing before the Committee on
Appropriations and asking for money for
rivers and harbors projects.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BRCOKS. I yield for a question.

Mr. RABAUT. What is the purpose
of the gentleman’s amendment?

Mr. BROOKS. It is to provide for
the budget amount for this particular
item. That would be $2,000,000.

Mr. RABAUT. How much is the full
amount?

. Mr. BROCKS. The additional amount
would be $2,000,000. As I said, for years
we have been going before the Commit-
tee on Appropriations speaking for this
type of project and we have bzen talking
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with them, and almost the first question
that comes from the Appropriation Sub-
committee in charge of this work is,
Did the Budget recommend that figure?
You answer “No,” and you are out of
court, so to speak.

In this instance the Budget did rec-
ommend $2,000,000 for this particular
item. I thought it was a small figure
for planning purposes.

This item, plus the one for flood con-
trol, totals $6,000,000 for planning.
That is all the money that the Budget
recommended for planning purposes to
this particular civil-functions bill; yet,
in spite of that fact, every cent of it was
stricken out when the bill came to the
floor of the House of Representatives.

It is my purpose today to present to
you the proposition of restoring to this
hill the amount the budget recom-
mended for planning purposes in the
rivers and harbors and flood-control
provisions of the act.

Just let me say this: There is no single
small item—and in a bill of over $29,-
000,000,000, an item of $6,000,000 is a
small item, comparatively speaking—
there is no small item that will mean so
much to so many Members in so many
scattered areas of the United States as
will the restoration of planning money
in this particular bill. I think in both
rivers and harbors and flood control, the
restoration of planning means some
eighty-odd projects throughout the
United States will continue in a planning
stage and at a cost of a total of $6,000,000,
and in this particular phase of the bill
for rivers and harbors at a cost of $2,-
000,000, If that amount is restored,
plans on these projects can go ahead.
As some of my colleagues have told you,
we have trained workers in this par-
ticular work. They have been devoting
their lives to the planning of river and
harbor and flood-control purposes.
Those people will be released and with
them will go their training. The con-
tinuity of the work will be interrupted.
If we do not restore the planning money,
our action will mark the beginning of
the end of flood-control and rivers and
harbors work until we can restore plan-
ning. It is extremely important to the
people of the United States.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. 1 yield for a question.

Mr., RANKIN. We have no objection
to the increase of this planning money.

Mr. BROOKS. Iam very thankful for
the kind support of the gentleman from
Mississippi.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand cor-
rectly that the amendment proposed here
is that our colleague from Louisiana, a
member of the committee [Mr, PAssMAN],
proposes an amendment to provide $1,-
000,000 for planning, and the gentle-
man’s amendment would increase that
amount to the total recommended by the
Bureau of the Budget for planning pur-
poses?

Mr. BROOEKS. That is correct.

Mr. HARRIS. On all rivers and har-
bors and flood control?
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Mr. BROOKS, No; not flood control.
It is simply rivers and harbors. This is
the rivers and harbors phase of the bill,

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman's
amendment, as I understand, is to in-
crease the $1,000,000 proposed by his col-
league the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. Passman] to a total of $2,000,000?

Mr. BROOES. Yes; and for the rea-
son that the budget recommended $2,-
000,000. I want to exhort my friends on
the subcommittee who year after year
have called on us to support the budget,
to come forward and support the budget
in this little phase of this important
madtter,

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman
yield further?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield.

Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to ask if the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. PassMAN] was
adopted, how would the $1,000,000 be
utilized for this project if it requires $2,-
000,000 to do the work that the Army
engineers say they need?

Mr. BROOKS. It puzzles me very
much indeed——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Louisiana has expired.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for three
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cbjection
to the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. BROOES. Mr. Chairman, I have
been puzzled about that. The amount
here is so small, and I can say it is
needed, if a program of planning is
worthy of being carried on without in-
terruption, It is certainly worthy of the
amount the budget recommended. If
we do not; allow that amount it will cause
considerable confusion, for the great
difficulty in equitably dividing a small
amount.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield.

Mr. PICEKETT. As I understand the
amendment of the gentleman now pend-
ing, it is offered as a substitute.

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct. I may
also say that I also have present an
amendment to the Rankin substitute.

Mr, PICKETT. But the effect of the
gentleman’s amendment would be to
make the amount as it is in the Rankin
substitute?

Mr. BROOKS. Right.

Mr. PICKETT. Which would result in
a total increase in the amount of money
of some $6,000,000.

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; the difference
there would be simply $1,000,000 more
for rivers and harbors planning——

Mr. PICKETT. What the gentleman
really wants to do is to increase the
amount for planning; that is what the
gentleman is seeking.

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct; I want
to stand by the budget recommendation
of $2,000,000.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment to the Passman amend-
ment.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PICEETT a5 an
amendment to the Passman amendment:
Strike out “$188,678,000" and insert “$189,-
678,000,”

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, the
situation is that the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Passman] offered an
amendment to this bill to put in $1,000,~
000 of planning money for rivers and
harbors projects. The gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. RanxIn] offered a sub-
stitute which proposes to appropriate
money to prosecute the construction of
the Tennessee-Tombighee Waterway
and allow some planning money. The
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BRooxs],
who just preceded me, has offered an
amendment to the Rankin substitute in
which he seeks $2,000,000 for planning
money. If you adopt that amendment
you will be putting $2,000,000 of plan-
ning money in the Rankin substitute,
together with money to further con-
struction of the Tennessee-Tombighee
Waterway.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PICKETT. In just a moment,

My amendment is to the Passman
amendment. Bear in mind that the
Passman amendment seeks to put
$1,000,000 for planning in the bill, If
my amendment to the Passman amend-
ment is adopted, and the Passman
amendment as amended is adopted, you
would have $2,000,000 for rivers and har-
bors and planning, the same sum of
money approved by the Bureau of the
Budget. That is the sum of money that
has been appropriated by this Congress
annually for the past several years for
planning purposes in rivers and harbors
construction.

Let me say there is not a single rivers
and harbors or flood-control project now
under construction in my district; there
is not a single one now in course of plan-
ning that has been authorized that will
be constructed in my district. But I do
believe in all sincerity that unless you
have funds to carry on an adequate co-
ordinated planning program for rivers
and harbors and flood-control work that
you are going to find the day come when
you have no backlog of those things to
be done when it is necessary to do them.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PICKETT. I yield.

Mr. BROOKS. I am very glad the
gentleman has offered his amendment,
I had no objection to planning; my ob-
jection to the Passman amendment was
that the amount for planning was be-
ing reduced. Iam going to be very happy
to support the gentleman’s amendment.

Mr. PICKETT, 1 appreciate the
statement of the gentleman in support of
my amendment. If you favor the Tenn-
essee-Tombighee proposal for construc-
tion then, of course, you would want to
vote for it, but the situation is such that
if you do not favor appropriation for
construction of the Tennessee-Tombig-
bee and you do favor the appropriation
of $2,000,000 by the current bill for plan-
ning rivers and harbors work for the
next fiscal year, you can still vote against
the Rankin substitute; vote for the Pick-
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ett amendment to the Passman amend-
ment, adopt the Pickett amendment,
then adopt the Passman amendment as
amended, and you will have $2,0600,000 in
planning funds for rivers and harbors
in the next fiscal year.

Mr. RABAUT, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on the
pending amendments and all amend-
ments thereto close in 20 minutes, the
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com-
mittee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the reguest of the gentleman from
Michigan?

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman,
I object.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move
that debate on the pending amendments
and all amendments thereto close in 25
minutes, the last 5 minutes to be reserved
to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. RaBavuT],

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. EBERHARTER].

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman,

first I want to say that I am heartily in
favor of allowing $2,000,000 additional
for planning. It has been demonstrated
in the past that this money has always
been well spent; it has been informative
to the Members of the Congress so that
they know how work on these projects is
proceeding and how to appropriate. Sol
hope the amendments offered by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PIcKETT]
and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
Passman] will be adopted.

There has been a tendency in some
quarters to attempt to belittle the Ten-
nessee-Tombighee project, but let me
remind you that this project has the ap-
proval of the Corps of Engineers. There
is no bureau in the Federal Government
which is more constantly praised for its
objective manner in looking into these
projects. So keep in mind this project
has been approved by the engineers;
keep in mind the sum asked for in the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. RaNkIN] has been
approved by the Bureau of the Budget.
That Bureau knows something about
how to spend the taxpayers’ money.
It has examined into this thing, the
Corps of Engineers has examined into
this thing, so why should we come up
here with only a few hours’ considera-
tion, even less than a few hours’ consid-
eration, and toss out the recommenda-
tion of the Corps of Engineers and the
Bureau of the Budget? This project is
going to be built, it is going to be fin-
ished, and if4f is not done this year it
will be done ultimately and within the
next very few years.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. FaLLoN],

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman
will state it.

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I have
had an amendment at the Clerk’s desk
for several days, waiting to reach this
section. My amendment increases the
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amount in the Passman amendment and
the Pickett amendment $1,000,000.
What is the status of my amendment at
the present time?

The CHAIRMAN. Is it intended as
an amendment to the Passman amend-
ment?

Mr. FALLON. My amendment goes
to the original sum, but subsequent
amendments have been offered which
puts my amendment in the third degree
so that I cannot offer it now.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
correct. The gentleman cannot offer
his amendment until the pending
amendments are disposed of,

Mr. FALLON. If the pending amend-
ment is adopted, what position is my
amendment in then?

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the
gentleman will bear in mind that the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Pass-
mMAN] has offered an amendment; the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN-
KIN] offered a substitute for that
amendment, and the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Brooksl offered an
amendment to the substitute. The
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PickerT]
offered an amendment to the Passman
amendment. Those four are all we can
have pending at one time. Of course, if
the gentleman has in mind desiring to
offer an amendment to the Passman
amendment after the Pickett amend-
ment to the Passman amendment is dis-
posed of, and if it should not be adopted,
then the gentleman could offer his
amendment as an amendment to the
Passman amendment, but if the Pickett
amendment to the amendment is adopt-
ed, he could not offer it then.

Mr. FALLON. My amendment has
been on the desk for 2 days, and I just
could not get recognition, and I am
ruled out on a parliamentary situation
from getting my amendment in.

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the
Chair would have been delighted to rec-
ognize the gentleman, but he just can-
not recognize everybody at the same
time,

Mr. WHITTINGTON, Mr, Chairman,
a further parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. WHITTINGTON., Is it not true
that the gentleman may make a state-
ment respecting the amendment he pro-
poses to offer under his allotment of
time, and that it can be read for the in-
formation of the House?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s
name is on the list and he may use that
time to explain the amendment. He may
also have the amendment read for the
information of the House, if he desires.

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that my amendment
be read for the information of the House,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Maryland?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read, as follows: -

Amendment offered by Mr. FarroN: On
page 337, line 10, strike out “$187,678,000"
and insert “$1,300,000 additional.”

Mr. FALLON, Mr., Chairman, I rise
to offer two amendments to H. R. 7786.
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On page 337, line 10, strike out “$187,-
678,000 and insert “$187,978,000.”

On page 337, line 13, after the word
“law”, insert “Provided further, That
of the amount herein appropriated $800,-
000 shall be expended on the improve-
ment of Baltimore Harbor, Md.” These
amendments both pertain to the same
subject matter, to increase the appro-
priation allocated to the port of Balti-
more from the present $500,000, which
the Appropriations Committee approved,
to $800,000.

President Truman, in making his rec-
ommendations, recognized the impor-
tance of this item and sugegested a sum
of not less than $800,000 and the Bureau
of the Budget approved this amount as
being the minimum for the continuation
of the deepening of the main channel.
However, the House Appropriation Com-
mittee reduced the amount of $500,000
without, I am sure, recognizing the dam-
age that would be done to the project.

The $800,000 figure recommended by
President Truman and his budget aides
is actually $200,000 short of the sum
urged by those witk an intimate and ex-
pert knowledge of the channel problems.
In January of this year, I appeared be-
fore the Appropriations Committee and
in a detailed statement asked the mem-
bers to authorize $1,000,000 for continua-
tion of the deepening of the main harbor
channel to 39 feet as essential to the ex-
pected large volume of foreign iron ore
through the port. I pointed out that
shipping and related activities which
provide employment for some 40,000
persons result in the inflow of some
$200,000,000 annually into the port’s eco-
nomic system, and generally affects every
other business in the area and the entire
economy of the United States. All of
the dredgiffg which has been planned
for the coming year is required in a gen-
eral channel deepening and widening
program given Federal approval in the
Seventy-ninth Congress which is now
Public Law No. 14. The $1,000,000 fig-
ure is vitally necessary in order tc keep
dredging work going throughout the 12
months of the year. Further reduction
of $300,000 by the committee cuts the
needed sum in half. It will delay the
completion of the work and the useful-
ness of the port. It is, in fact, a wasteful

‘economy.

In the past 8 months Baltimore’s posi-
tion in the economic lifestream of the
country has increased vastly in impor-
tance. I am sure you are all acquainted
with the huge import ore movement an-
nounced for the immediate future. Bal-
timore has been selected by major steel
companies of the country as the point of
entrancc for the bulk of this import ore.
The announced plans of these firms in-
clude the use of ships of substantially
greater tonnage than our present chan-
nels can accommodate, On different
cceasions ore ships going to Bethlehem
Steel from Venezuela, Chile, and Africa
dragged the Chesapeake Bay bottom be-
cause the channel was not deep enough.
With Baltimore now becoming the ore-
importing center of the United States it
is more important than ever to accom-
modate huge ore carriers, tankers, and
freighters as far as the inner harbor if
the port is to be utilized to the fullesf
extent,
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It is a recognized fact among port
authorities that the potential flow of im-
port iron ore will give Baltimore the posi-
tion of the leading tonnage port of the
United States if we have the channel and
facilities to accommodate the huge vol-
ume that is expected to flow into the
country within the next few years. Ex-
pansion of existing facilities for the han-
dling of iron ore is already under way,
particularly the new projects of the
Bethlehem Steel Co., the Western Mary-
land and the Baltimore & Ohio Rail-
roads, which run into millions, with pri-
vate companies making substantial in-
vestments in preparation for this vastly
* increased inflow of iron ore. This is be-
ing done on the assurance that the Fed-
eral Government will carry through its
portion of the program by speedily com-
pleting the much-needed 39-foot chan-
nel. Though these facilities are being
built, failure to speedily complete the
main channel would be a major obstacle,
for no substantial amount of iron ore
can be received. Without the proper
approach to the port, we can expect
large portions of this ore will be lost to
this country.

Conservative estimates by responsible
industrialists, transportation officials,
and others indicate that the importation
of iron ore at Baltimore should increase
from its present rate of about 2,000,000
tons per year to approximately 10,000,-
000 tons per year in the immediate fu-
ture. Only a fraction of this iron ore
will be consumed at Baltimore. The
major portion of it is destined for the
inland mills in Pittsburgh, Youngstown,
Cleveland, and Ohio Valley vicinities and
to points even further west where the
greatest steel producing center in the
world is located.

It hardly needs to be emphasized here,
that upon steel depends the economy of
our-country and steel production defi-
nitely depends on the availability of iron
ore. This is' not just a local project
but very definitely one that will have far-
reaching effects on great sections of our
country and on the over-all economy of
the Nation.

The importance of Baltimore to the
West as a major outlet for grain, live-
stock, coal, iron, lumber, and many other
products in which the shippers of the

Western States are greatly interested-

should not be overlooked. Baltimore
serves as a gateway for the agricultural
and commercial products of the inland
East and the Mid-West. It is through
this gateway that raw materials vital to
our industrial life enter the country and
the products of our fields and factories
flow to foreign markets.

The Appropriation Committee appar-
ently did not accept my factual state-

“ment, or in an economical mood, decided

to reduce the sum without taking into
account the importance of the port of
Baltimore in peace and war, now, and
for all our future time,

I cannot stress too strongly the need
for intelligent spending and intelligent
economy. I personally have supported
and worked to accomplish economy in
Government, However, there is such a
thing as being penny wise and pound
foolish and, in my opinion, the $300,000
reduction could not have been consid-
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ered by the committee with full knowl-
edge of the results that must follow in
the crippling of the Government's work
in connection with the deepening of this
channel. This is not a matter of poli-
tics, nor city, county, or State impor-
tance. It is presently a matter of com-
mercial national interest and could very
well become one of national safety.

Let me point out also, should the cold
war develop into a fighting war, which is
not impossible nor too improbable, the
port of Baltimore might conceivably be
the terminus of the lifeline of our
Nation.,

Repeating what I said before the com-
mittee, “What affects the port of Balti-
more affects the world and in this case,
specifically, the entire economy of the
United States,” is not a theory but a fact
and the sum of $500,000, which has been
approved by the committee, when com-
pared to allocations of smaller port de-
velopments, is not reasonable nor prac-
ticable and should be increased at least
to $800,000. This $800,000 was recom-
mended in the President’s budget and
approved by the Bureau of the Budget
and should be properly restored. Even
this sum should be supplemented to the
full $1,000,000 which was arrived at as
a result of careful planning. Work of
this kind cannot be done overnight and
should a national emergency arise, it will
be the responsibility of this Congress if
our ports are unable to properly
funection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
SAsscEr].

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I di-
rect my thought to the amendment my
colleague the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. Faiton] has at the desk
which we hope will be voted upon. This
amendment fs directed to obtaining
$300,000 additional for the great harbor
of Baltimore.

The city of Baltimore is among the first
three poris of the United States. It has
been second for some time, and for sev-
eral months last year was first, but in
ratio of the amount of money spent to
the tonnage going into that harbor, it
has in no way been receiving a just 2llo-
cation of the money directed to rivers
and harbors.

There are approximately 40 miles of
shorelines, most of which border upon
the distriet I represent, with vast berth-
ing facilities, and industrial plants
among the leaders of the country, air-
plane planfs and steel plants that are
vital to the economy of America. When
river and habor projects are directed to
commerce, the basic justification for
Federal river and harbor projects, and
with Baltimore the center of commerce,
the spending of this additional money,
which will only permit a 65-percent im-
provement, is well justified.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
GARMATZ].

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to add my appeal to that of
my colleague from Maryland, in urging
that the appropriation for the civil func-
tions, Department of the Army, the rivers
and harbors section, be increased to pro-
vide $800,000 for the Baltimore Harbor
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and channels, instead of the $500,000 in
the appropriation bill.

Most of this money would be used for
deepening the channels of the Baltimore
Harbor. This work has been going on for
several years and the appropriation now
requested would permit work on the ex-
tension of this project. So far, the
amount allotted each year has enabled
the engineers to go ahead with the work
for several months only, and then it is
discontinued until the appropriation for
the next fiscal year is granted. With the
amount requested by my colleague, the
project would be about 65 percent com-
plete.

For the past few years Baltimore has
been the second highest port in the
country in volume of foreign commerce
handled and for several months last year
was the leading import tonnage port of
the United States. It is fast becoming
the Nation’s largest and most important
port. There are 45.6 usable miles of
water front comprising the harbor, and
three-fifths of this has been developed.
There are 40 miles of berthing space with
260 piers, The harbor provides ware-
house facilities with storage space of
2,858,590 square feet; three huge grain
elevators capable of delivering a total of
4,250,000 bushels of grain in 10 hours;
rail yards capable of storing 4,500 freight
cars; coal piers capable of loading 97,000
tons of coal in 10 hours. In addition,
there are 14 shipbuilding and repair
yards along the water front.

About 140,000 Baltimoreans are sup-
ported by the port; that is, they are the
families of men and women directly en-
gaged in the port's activities and those
whose businesses are patronized by
shippers and sailors,

Since water transportation is the
cheapest form of transportation, Balti-
more holds great interest for shippers of
foreign freight, because its port brings
ocean freighters farther inland than any
other port on the east coast.

A very large percentage of the mer-
chandise sent abroad under the Euro-
pean relief program passes through the
port of Baltimore.

Recently a large expansion program
was announced by the Bethlehem Steel
Co., which includes an additional $30,-
000,000 program for its Sparrows Point
plant. They now import between four
and five million tons of iron ore into Bal-
timore annually and expect to increase
this amount when their expansion pro-
gram is completed.

The United States Steel Corp. recently
announced that Baltimore will be one of
the principal ports of entry for its impor-
tation of iron ore from its recently de-
veloped fields in Venezuela.

The Republic Steel Corp. plans to im-
port 1,000,000 tons of *ore annually
through the port from Liberian deposits.

A new pier is now under construction
for the exclusive handling of ore, and
this, with the expansion of existing fa-
cilities and the increased imports, is ex-
pected to make Baltimore the No. 1 port
of the country.

In his testimony before the Senate
Judiciary Committee on Monday, Secre-
tary of the Interior Chapman said that
today the steel industry must look to for-
eign raw-material sources because do-
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mestic iron-ore supplies are approaching
depletion, and this may make necessary
the restricted steel production in the
foreseeable future. He emphasized that
lack of domestic ore ties in with the need
for, among other things, the choosing of
sites along the Atlantic seaboard at such
spots as Sparrows Point, Md., and east-
ern Pennsylvania for new mills required
to meet the Nation’s needs. And these
places were specifically mentioned as be-
ing accessible to ocean shipping.

An adequate supply of raw materials
for the steel industry could mean the
difference between victory and defeat in
an emergency. Therefore, the work on
the deepening of the channel in the Bal-
timore Harbor becomes of even greater
importance.

A glance at the House report on the
bill will show that a number of ports far
smaller in size and in amount of tonnage
handled have been allotted much larger
amounts than Baltimore.

While the port of Baltimore and its
activities are indispensable to the eco-
nomic life of the city, I urge the adoption
of this amendment, because the comple-
tion of the work on the harbor is of vital
importance to the welfare and safety of
the entire Nation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
BorTon].

Mr. BOLTON of Maryland. Mr,
Chairman, I am naturally interested in
the port of Baltimore because I represent
& large section of the city, and any im-
provement in the harbor or port facili-
ties is sure to benefit some of my con-
stituents. But much more important
than the personal equation is the vital
necessity of widening and deepening of
the channel from the seacoast to Balti-
more in order that deep draught ships
may have ready ingress and egress to
the port in time of war. This is espe-
cially important when we realize that
we do not have enough iron in this coun-
try to supply the demand in time of
emergency and that Baltimore is the
gateway from the sea to the inland steel
industries around Wheeling, West Vir-
ginia, Pittsburgh, Youngstown, and other
inland steel centers.

I do not consider the harbor work con-
templated in this appropriation as a local
project but rather as a part of our great
national defense program.

As one of America’s chief gateways to
the world, our port has always func-
tioned for the Nation as a whole. Balti-
more’s pride in its shipping and its men
of the sea has always been tempered by
this feeling of national responsibility.
In peace and in war it has responded
promptly to the country’s need.

You may well ask, why Baltimore?
What peculiarity does this port have that
would make it the choice as the chief
entrance point for the importation of
iron ore? The answer to these questions
is based on irrefutable facts. Many of
the large steel manufacturing concerns
basicly concerned with the economies of
this situation have stated that they in-
tend to use the port of Baltimore for the
importation of their ore. Beyond this
lies the fact that Baltimore enjoys a
unigue gecgraphical position among
United States ports and is situated only
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313 rail miles from the great iron and
steel center of Pittsburgh. Philadelphia,
the next closest port, is 360 miles from
Piitsburgh, while New York is 426 miles
from this steel metropolis in western
Pennsylvania. Youngstown, Ohio, an-
other great producer of iron and steel,
lies 378 rail miles from Baltimore while
it is 424 miles from Philadelphia and 500
miles from New York. This substantial
rail advantage in favor of the port of
Baltimore prevails as far west as Chicago
with its huge lake-side mills stretched
along the shore of Lake Michigan to
Gary, Ind. Chicago is 767 rail miles
from Baltimore as compared with 814
to Philadelphia and 890 to New York.

In view of these shorter rail distances
and the fact that freight rates are based
on the mileage haul clearly explains the
choice of Baltimore as the major en-
trance point for such a heavy and bulky
commodity as iron ore where transpor-
tation costs will form a major portion of
the over-all cost of this product vital to
steel manufacture.

‘We have bulk cargo piers for the trans-
shipping of grain in bulk, which are
owned and operated by the three trunk
line railroad companies serving the port
of Baltimore. The average capacity of
the three grain elevators in Baltimore
average 334,000 tons each. The ship-
loading capacity per hour is about 1500
tons. In 1945 1,886,000 tons of grain
were handled by the port of Baltimore.
Since that time shipments of grain
abroad have decreased.

The coal tipples, like the grain eleva-
tors, are owned and operated by the
three trunk line railroads. Coal is de-
livered at the rate of 2,000 to 2,500 tons
per hour. The Pennsylvania Railroad’s
coal pier has three movable coal towers
which are capable of loading a vessel at
the rate of 800 tons per hour.

The Western Maryland Railway Co.
delivers coal to vessels at the rate of 3,500
tons per hour.

The average daily rate of all coal tip-
ples is 6,500 tons per hour. In 1947,
11,491,170 tons of coal passed through
the port of Baltimore.

Oil-handling facilities are available at
11 piers operated by the leading oil com-
panies. All petroleum products are
brought in, in bulk tankers from the Gulf
coast and the Caribbean, except Gulf Oil
Corp., which barges its oil from Phila-
delphia, and the Sinclair Oil Co., which
has a pipe-line connection from Phila-
delphia. The total storage capacity of
all oil installations in Baltimore is 4,900,-
000 barrels or about 735,000 tons. The
receipts of petroleum products from
1936-45 averaged 3,875,000 tons per
annum.,

Several piers and wharves in Balti-
more have loading equipment for han-
dling ore, iron, and other bulk com-
modities. These facilities are owned and
cperated by the Bethlehem Steel Co.,
the Western Maryland Railway, the
Pennsylvania Railroad, and the Canton
Railroad Co. The Bethlehem Steel Co.
ore-receiving dock is 11,200 feet long.
The depth of the water alongside is 35
feet. Ore-loading capacity of the dock
is 2,600 tons per hour. This facility is
purely for the local steel plant supply
and is being worked to capacity.
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. The Western Maryland Railway ore
pier is 832 feet long and 66 feet wide
and the depth of the water alongside is
35 feet. It is equipped with one 9-ton
electric crane and with two boxear load-
ers, each with a capacity of 300 tons per
hour.

The Pennsylvania Railroad pier is 1,200
feet long and 64 feet wide. On the west
side of the pier the depth of the water
alongside is 30 feet all the way and on
the east side the water varies from 14
to 30 feet depth. The pier is equipped
with an electrically operated conveyor
capable of 675 tons capacity per hour.

The Canton Railroad pier is 1,250 long
and 80 feet wide. It is equipped with
two 35-ton traveling-bridge ciranes han-
dling from 400 to 500 tons per hour.

Concrete bins with a capacity of 10,000
tons for storage are available for storage
of ore or other bulk commodities at the
inshore end of the pier.

The Copper Works pier on Clinton
Street, near the foot of Holabird Avenue,
is equipped with one 15-ton steam-loco-
motive crane. This is an exclusive plant
facility for the American Smelting & Re-
fining Co. !

There are several other piers in the
port operated by lecal industries. The
city of Baltimore owns a large pier which
is leased by the National Gypsum Co,,
and is eguipped to receive gypsum ore.
The Mutual Chemical Co. handles
chrome ore on its pier. The General
Chemical Co. handles sulfur ore and
the Davison Co. handles phosphorus
rock. There are 30 feet of water along-
side the Gypsum and Davison Chemical
piers and 24 feet at the Mutual Chem-
ical pier.

In 1948 the imports of ores and metals
were 6,341,069 tons, the highest in Balti-
more history.

More numerous and, from the stand-
point of commerce, equally important
are the industrial and commercial piers
in Baltimore, Their size and adequacy
varies with the needs of the particular
company involved.

We also have a number of suitable
sites for additienal ore terminals in Bal-
timore and the Port Development Com-
mission of the city of Baltimore is in a
position to finance the construction of an
ore terminal in the event private capital
for such an undertaking is not available.

While I was a member of the Mary-
land State Senate I heard one of the
officials of the Bethlehem Steel Co.
testify before a committee that we
did nof have enough iron ore in this
countr'y to carry on another war, God
forbid that we may ever have another
war, but if war should come, then surely
we could not wait to dredge the harbor so
that ships drawing 37 feet of water could
unload their cargo on the docks in Balti-
more for shipment to Pittsburgh and
the other large steel producing localities
throughout the Middle West.

Under the River and Harbor Act of
March 2, 1945, it was provided that a
uniform main channel of 39 feet depth
from the ocean be dredged through York
Spit Section and Craighill entrance to
Fort McHenry, as well as other projects
vital to the safe usage and continued
growth of the port of Baltimore, The
total estimated cost for the harbor and
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channel improvements {is $10,400,000.-
Up to the present time there has been
allocated $6,176,400. Last year in spite
of urgent recommendations of the Balti-
more district engineer and General
Feringer, the then Chief of Army En-
gineers, the allocation for this main ship
artery and related harbor work was re-
duced to $650,000. This work, which
was begun in June 1947, is now 65 per-
cent completed. The allotted funds
proposed for the fiscal year 1951
amounted to $800,000. The additional
funds required to complete the main
channel to a depth of 39 feet to Fort Mec-
Henry are $2,300,000. Baltimore Harbor
interests are enthusiastically recom-
mending an expenditure of $1,000,000 for
the fiscal year 1951. The Bureau of the
Budget approved $800,000, but the House
Committee on Appropriations has re-
duced the amount to $500,000.

This is not a local project. Baltimore
serves as a gateway for the agricultural
and commercial products of the inland
East and Midwest. It is through this
gateway that raw materials vital to our
industrial life enter the country, and the
products of our fields and factories flow
into foreign markets.

Tentative plans to use this port at the
head of the Chesapeake Bay as a main
entrance for foreign iron ore have solidi-
fied. Expansion of existing facilities for
the handling of iron ore is already un-
der way. Other facilities are far be-
yond the planning stage and are ex-
pected to be under construction within
the next few months. Conservative es-
timates by responsible industrialists,
transportation officials, and others in-
dicate that the importation of iron ore
at Balfimore could jump from its pres-
ent rate of about 2,000,000 tons per year
to approximately 10,000,000 tons per
year in the near future. Only a frac-
tion of this iron ore will be consumed in
Baltimore. The major portion of it is
destined for the inland mills in Pitts-
burgh, Youngstown, Cleveland, and Ohio
Valley vicinities and to points even fur-
ther west where the greatest steel pro-
ducing center in the world is located.

The Western Maryland Railway has
already expended substantial sums in
lengthening its ore pier at Baltimore.
The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad is ex-
pected fo complete a new ore terminal
in Baltimore in 1951 at a cost in excess
of $5,000,000; and while private com-
panies are making substantial invest-
ments in preparation for the vastly in-
creased inflow of iron ore, they are do-
ing so with the firm belief that the Fed-
eral Government will carry through its
portion of the program by speedily com-
pleting the much-needed 39-foot chan-
nel in the port of Baltimore. That sub-
stantial expendifure of private funds for
dredging to meet the channel will be
made, goes without saying; but to as-
sure the full utilization of the facilities
now under construction or planned for
the immediate future, the main ship
channel is a project of first priority.

The deepening of the main channel to
89 feet is required because the present
depth has caused navigational difficul-
ties and costly delays to deep-draught
vessels, These difficulties will continue
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until completion of the deepening of the
entire main channel is accomplished.

At the present time, vessels carrying
the bulk of ores to the port of Balti-
more use the Sparrows Point cut-off
which lies some distance outside Balti-
more Harbor proper. The new ships en-
gaged in this ore movement are rated
at 24,000 tons and when laden draw 37
feet of water. To assure the safe pas-
sage of these carriers, the Bethlehem
Steel interests in Sparrows Point are un-
dertaking privately additional dredging
off the cut-off to provide needed clear-
ance for these huge vessels,

I cannot resist the opportunity at this
time to add a word about the impor-
tance of this improvement to the people
of Baltimore who depend upon the port
activities for a living. More than 5,000
ships enter Baltimore Harbor every year,
carrying close to 50,000,000 tons of car-
go valued at about $1,000,000,000. For-
ty-two thousand people earn their live-
lihood from operation of the port of Bal-
timore. This figure is exclusive of
waterfront industries. Of the total,
30,000 can be assigned to ship repair
and shipbuilding yards; 7,000 to the
stevedore group, and 5,000 to miscella-
neous categories such as railroad ter-
minals, chandlers, shipceilers, tugboats,
lighters, pilots, ship servicing, and so
forth. Keeping those people in jobs is
of real importance to the people of Bal-
timore, and keeping the port open and
in such repair that all types of ocean-
going vessels may readily reach the port
in time of emergency is of paramount
importance to our Nation's future secu-
rity.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
O’'SULLIVAN].

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in s pport of the amendment offered
by the distinguished genfleman from
Mississippi [Mr. RaNgIN].

It is a pretty well acclaimed adage that
it is not a good practice to place all of
one’s eggs in one basket.

The amendment of the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Rangin] should be
supported by every Member of the Con-
gress who is really interested in rounding
out a nearly perfect peace and wartime
transportation program for our Nation.

In this day and age and in these trou-
bied times, we canno! afford to turn
thumbs down any more on the imme-
diate development of this most vital
project.

Its sponsor is today manifesting the
same uncanny legislative wisdom which
he showed in the House of Represent-
atives when he fought so fearlessly and
valiantly for the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority which enabled us to win World
War II and without which the atom
bomb would most probably never have
been developed.

All modes of transportation in our
land should be developed to the largest
measure. We need railway, bus, air, and
water transportation if our counfry's
future safety and potential progress is to
become a reality.

It comes with pretty poor grace for any
of these modes of transportation to at-
tempt to hamsiring or thwart the de-
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velopment of another vital mode of
transportation, as has been suggested
was the fact on many occasions when
this very proper improvement has been
discussed in this House of Represent-
atives. ;s

All modes of transportation should
work together toward doing the great-
est good for the United States of Amer-
ica, instead of trying to scuttle the ef-
forts of some other mode of transpor-
tation.

I was elected to this Congress to work
in the best interests of the people of the
Nation and my State and not to pick
hot chestnuts out of the fire for any
person, firm, or corporation.

If this amendment is adopted it will
not be creating an additional burden-
some public debt but it will be making
a most important improvement which
will pay dividends to the people many
fold in the years to come. It is truly a
capital investment.

If war ever comes again, and I hope
it never does, this project will then be
hailed as a great defense program. Itis
a real security measure for this land of
ours regardless of what any other Mem-
ber of Congress or anyone else may say
to the contrary.

In tinres of peace it will be a real
transportation boon to the States of Illi-
nois, Ohio, Indiana, Pennsylvania, Ken-
tucky, West Virginia, Michigan, Missouri,
Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Eansas,
Nebraska, South Dakota, North Dakota,
and Montana,

As to the benefits which Nebraska
would derive they would be immense,
when one remembers that Nebraska, a
great business and agricultural State,
has 415 miles frontage on the Missouri
River. It is now being penalized by one-
way freight rates and as a result is unable
to get its products to market without the
burdens of unnecessary transportation
expenses. This project will really en-
rich Nebraska and every State in the
Union not only when it is fully developed
but also for many years to come.

An effort has been made to scare the
general public and the Congress with
the frightening reactionary words that
the cost of the project will mount to
untold millions and billions of dollars,
but I for one refuse to heed such ridicu-
lous and child-mind-swaying language.

In the recent hearings before the Sub-
committee of the Committee on Appro-
priations of the United States Senate,
second session of the Eighty-first Con- -
gress, General Pick, the present head
of the Army engineers, estimated the
total ecost of the improvements to be
$169,117,000 exclusive of the costs of the
Demopolis Dam, the estimated cost of
which is $20,843,000.

General Pick agreed also with the
former head of the Army engineers, Gen-
eral Wheeler, that the project was
proper and feasible.

Just how long this project can be de-
layed by fearsome and reactionary
Members of Congress is not certain, but
if it is not adequately financed at this
time then the States which I have named
heretofore should get ready to say “So
long—a long so-long” to some of their
present-day Congressmen. )
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
CHRISTOPHER].

Mr, CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in support of the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. RankiN], We are going to build
the Tennessee-Tombighee waterway, and
1 think we are going to begin on it today,
right here in this House. The gentle-
man from New York says it is just a
dream, Well, the Erie Canal was just a
dream. The Panama Canal was a night-
mare. When they proposed to cut the
Chicago drainage canal through into
Lake Michigan so that they could use the
water of Lake Michigan to maintain a
stage of water in the Illinois River that
comes down to St. Louis and on out into
the Gulf, they said that was a dream and
that it would drain Lake Michigan into
the Gulf of Mexico and that it was not
practical. But all those things are past
the dream stage now.

Members of the House, we can thank
God that the American people can still
dream, because you have to think about
a thing and you have to dream about it
before you can begin to do it. This is
past the dream stage. The gentleman
from New York says he is afraid it is
going to cost $350,000,000. I do not know
what it will cost. The figures of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi indicate it will
cost less than $200,000,000.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. I have the figures of
General Pick as of June 30 and he says
it is $169,117,000. We are faced with a
yearly expenditure of $15,000,000,000 for
nobody knows how long to support na-
tional defense and we must sustain our
country and improve it or we will not
continue to be able to support our de-
fense budget. I hope this commitiee
approves the Rankin amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
ErviorT].

Mr. ELLIOTT Mr. Chairman, I am

happy to have this privilege of speaking
in behalf of the proposed amendment,
which would appropriate $2,000,000 with
which to begin actual construction on
the Tennessee-Tombighee Waterway,
and $2,000,000 with which to continue
construction of the Demopolis Lock and
Dam, located at a point a short dis-
tance bzlow the confluence of the War-
rior and Tombigbee Rivers, near De-
mopolis, Ala.

The Demopolis lock and dam is lo-
cated so as to be of material importance
to the further development of both the
Warrior and Tombighee Rivers.

Last year, we appropriated $1,000,000
with which to begin construction of the
lock and dam at D2mopolis, and $200,-
000 with which to complete the engineer-
ing plans on the Tombighee project,
which would connect the lower Tombig-
bee with the Tennesses,

For more than 100 years there has
been agitation by farsighted men for a
project to connect the Gulf of Mexico
with the Great Lakes, and with the
interior industrial cities of this country.
Until this Government built the Pick-
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wick Dam across the Tennessee River
in 1938, the plan was not considered
feasible. However, with the building
of the Pickwick Dam, the project im-
mediately became practical, and the
Corps of United States Engineers sur-
veyed a plan whereby, by placing the
summit of the project in the Tennessee
River, a slack water route could be pro-
vided from New Orleans or Mobile, Ala.,
to the Tennessee River.

Thus, boats and barges from the in-
dustrial cities of the North, laden with
the manufactured products of that re-
gion—automobiles, grain products, farm
machinery, appliances, and a hundred
others—could navigate the swift down-
stream current of the Mississippi, and
return to their points of origin over the
Timbigbee slack-water route, loaded
with the raw materials of the South—
iron ore from Venezuela, timber, oil, and
natural gas from Louisiana, Mississippi,
and Alabama, coal from the Warrior
Alabama coal field, brown iron ore from
Franklin County, Ala., the commercial
clays and chalks of the region.

Survey after survey has shown this
route to be economically justified. Ship-
pers and users of this waterway would
reap great savings. The great raw ma-
terial resources of the South would be
opened to industrial and commercial de-
velopment and expansion. New jobs
would be created in an area where un-
employment is now very high, and in an
area where the ravages of the boll weevil
in 1949 destroyed the farmer's chance
to make a profit on his crop.

It is particularly urgent that we start
construction on this project this year.
The progress of our great atomic bomb
plant at Oak Ridge, Tenn., depends
upon the use of millions of tons of vari-
ous raw materials. The transportation
costs on these materials from the port
of Mobile, Ala., to Oak Ridge, Tenn.,
would be cut in half,

The state of our relations with Rus-
sia, today is such that we cannot dis-
count the possibility of another war. We
all hope and pray that it will not come,
But we must take cognizance of the fact
that 5 years after the close of the great-
est, most terrifying and destructive war
in all history that there is no peace in
the world,

We must take due notice of the fact
that only a few weeks ago, one of our
planes with 11 American airmen abkoard
was wantonly shot down by the Russians.
We face the threat of an attempt to push
our forces cut of Berlin, Germany. The
wicked masters of the Russian people
seem to be bent on trying to communize
the world.

In the event that war should come
with Russia, or with any other great
Nation for that matter, this Tombighee-
Warrior-Tennessee waterway would im-
mediately assume the utmost strategic
importance.

If we start this project today, it will
likely take from 5 to 10 years to com-
plete it, If it is to be of value to us in

" time of war, we must construct it in time

of peace.

If we build this project we cannot be
accused of wasting the tax moneys of the
Treasury. Instead, we will be making a
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capital investment on this great country
of ours, an improvement that will pay
big dividends in time of peace, and in-
finitely greater dividends in time of war.
In time of war the Tombigbee will be a
protected inland waterway that it will
be hard for the enemy to get at.

The Corps of United States Engineers
says this is a practical project. At the
direction of the Congress $868,000 has
been spent for engineering and planning.
The logical next step is for this Congress
to appropriate the money with which to
start construction on the projeet.

The amount of money asked for in the
pending amendment does not exceed the
budget recommendation made in Janu-
ary for development on the Tombighee
and Warrior Rivers.

I urge the Members of the House to
pass this amendment. If we do, the
generations that come after us will ap-
prove our foresight.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ELLIOTT]
has expired.

The gentleman from Mississippl [Mr.
RankiIN] is recognized.

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I merely
want to call attention to the fact that
the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Taper] gets off the beam and runs up
into hundreds of millions of dollars. It
is a wonder to me he had not made it
billions. He is thinking about foreign
spending.

General Wheeler, in my opinion one
of the ablest men who has ever been
Chief of Engineers, testified that it
would cost $136,000,000. General Pick
said on June 30, and I will read his testi-
mony, in answer to Senator McKellar's
question: General Pick said, “$169,117,-
000 is our present estimate.”

This is not a new project. If is an ex-
tension of our defense program, to give
us a slackwater route into the Oak
Ridge project. It is an extension, if you
please, of our transportation system,
The average man does not know that in
1948 on the Ohio River the trafiic was
16,000,000 tons more than it was on the
Panama Canal. On the Monongahela
River it was 6,000,000 tons more than it
was on the Panama Canal. Yet this
trafic is bottled up. They cannot get
that trafiic back when it comes down this
swift current of the Mississippi without
being penalized by having to fight that
swift current to get back.

We have 26 locks and dams on the
upper Mississippi.

This project is merely an extension of
our present inland waterway system, and
our program of national defense.

The CHAIEMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississipi has expired.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. BuceaNAN] is recognized.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I
merely want to take this opportunity to
amplify the statements previously made
in regard to the iron-ore deposits in
Venezuela, and the plight of the steel
corporations in looking to the future, the
next 20 years, insofar as the depletion
of the rich content of the ore deposits in
the Mesabi Range of Minnesota are con-
cerned. We had better plan ahead in
terms of alternative routes, as far as our
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inland waterways are concerned, with
regard to the future of the steel industry
of this Nation. I do not want to contend
with the gentlemen from Maryland and
their ports of entry at Baltimore, and in
our areas in eastern Pennsylvania, but
I do feel that if we are to fan out our
shipments of ore deposits that are now
being mined, especially in Venezuela, it
will be necessary to look to further de-
velopment and planning that goes with
the inland-waterway system of this great
Nation. I believe that as a further meas-
ure of national defense, and thinking in
terms of our national interest and the
future of this great Nation, we had bet-
ter consider this amendment very seri-
ously.

1 refer you especially to the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee hearings, held in Jan-
uary of this year, on the increased steel
prices effective in December 1949. I beg
of the membership that they carefully
consider these amendments, especially in
the light of steel price rise hearings in
the light of the facts that they brought
out.

The entire future of our shipments of
ore deposits from Venezuela is tied in
with the problem of our future develop-
ment of our inland-waterways system.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Bucuanan] has expired.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
TaBER] is recognized.

Mr., TABER. Mr. Chairman, some-
body said something about the cost of
this set-up. Eighteen locks at other
places and they cost fifteen to twenty
million dollars. Here they put in some-
thing like $80,000,000. It is perfectly
apparent that they cost $217,000,000.
Eighteen times $15,000,000 is $270,000,-
000. With the terrific excavation that
is the equivalent of 88,000,000 yards of
dirt to move I wonder if anybody here is
going to be deluded into believing that
there is not any cost to doing such an
enormous job. I only want the Mem-
bers of this House to realize what they
are getting into if they stick their necks
out to start this terrific project.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. RIBICOFF. The estimates of the
Army engineers have not worked out very
well. Their estimates are very unreliable
according to past performances.

Mr. TABER. That is the record they
have submitted to us.

Mr. RANEKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. TABER. Not at this time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Rasavur] to close debate on the pending
amendment.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the
gentleman from New York referred to
this Tombighbee project as a half-billion-
dollar project. There is some argument
about the figures, but I wish to set forth
for the Committee just a few figures that
the Committee has actual cognizance of,
figures that have bounded upward in
quotations made to us in succeeding
years in the rivers and harbors and flood-
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control budget. The flood-control situa-
tion is worse than the rivers and harbors
situation.

Here is a figure of $6,228,000 in 1949,
which in 1951 becomes $10,300,000. Here
is a 1949 fizure of $13,216,000 that has
gone up to $17,123,000. Here is another
one, $28,771,000 that is now up to $42,-
208,000. Here is one of $164,000,000-plus
which is now up to $185,000,000. Here is
another, $9,860,000, that is now $15,090,-
000. Here is one of $3,144,000 that is
now $4,615,000. So there is some justifi-
cation for the statement and the appre-
hension expressed by the distinguished
gentleman from New York when he refers
to the Tombigbee as a half-billion-dollar
proposition.

Mr. RANKIN., Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, RABAUT. Notnow. The gentle-
man has talked two or three times, and
this is the first time I have spoken on the
subject.

Mr. RANEKIN. I want to correct the
gentleman.

Mr, RABAUT. 1 decline to yield,

There is no evidence before the Appro-
priations Committee that the Tombighee
project is a security measure; and there
is no approval of the Bureau of the
Budget for construction. Understand
that, there is no approval by the Bureau,
it never has been approved for construc-
tion by the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT. I will not yield.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman ismak-
ing a mistake.

Mr. RABAUT. 1 will not be inter-
rupted by the gentleman.

Mr. RANKIN. All right; but you
ought not to make a misstatement like
that.

Mr. RABAUT. I want that out of the
RECORD.

Mr. RANKIN. I will put it back in
the RECORD.

Mr. RABAUT. You can do it, but in
your own time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Michigan declines to yield. The
gentleman cannot put anything in the
remarks of the gentleman from Michigan
unless the gentleman from Michigan
yields to him.

Mr, RABAUT. Let me remind you
that we have a debt today of $257,000,-
000,600. If you could print a debt in
red because it was red and because it
was great, I do not know where you
could get the color. It is getting redder
every day, yet this House is filled with
voices who say: “I am for economy but,”
“I am for economy but.”

We have an example of that here to-
day. The gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. Passman] for $1,000,000 plus, the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr, BRooKs]
for $2,000,000 plus, the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. Ranxin] four and one-
half million dollars plus, the gentleman
from- Texas [Mr. Pickerr]l $2,000,000
plus, and the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. Farron] $1,300,000. They are not
all to be added together, but these are
the sums that are offered by gentlemen
who are for economy but.
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When are we going to get down to
economy? When are we going to take
a straight look at this figure of $257,-
000,000,000 in the red?

Why did the committee take this ac-
tion? Why did it stop planning for 1
year? So that we might concentrate on
the pending projects that are with the
cngineers at this time, just like any busi-
nessman would stop and take stock of
a tremendous undertaking. That is our
reason. That is why we stand here.

It is not a popular position that I take,
but I am charged with the legislative
responsibility to bring this bill before you
as reported by the committee, and for
that reason I present it to you and tell
you the reasons why I hope we will not
be hearing this whole afternoon “I am
for economy but.”

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex-
pired.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr, PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, as I
understand it, there are now four pro-
posals pending—the Passman amend-
ment, the Rankin substitute, the Brooks
amendment to the substitute, and the
Pickett amendment to the Passman
amendment. Am I correct in my under-
standing that the first vote will be on
the Pickett amendment to the Passman
amendment, followed by a vote on the
Brooks amendment to the Rankin sub-
stitute, then we will vote on the Rankin
substitute, whether amended or not,
then, finally, if the Rankin substitute
is not adopted we will vote on the Pass-
man amendment, as amended, if it is
amended?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
correct.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. It may obviate fur-
ther parliamentary inquiries if the Chair
might be indulged a moment. On page
6 of Cannon’s Procedure a diagram will
be found that illustrates the present sit-
uation very clearly and if the Chair may
be indulged further he will further illus-
trate by the use of his hand.

Here is the text of the pending bill,
here is the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Pass-
MAN], here is the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas to the Pass-
man amendment, here is the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missis-
sibpi as a substitute for the Passman
amendment, here is the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. Erooxs] as an amendment to the
substitute.

They will be submitted in the order,
first, the amendment to the Passman
amendment, next the Brooks amend-
ment to the substitute amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Mississippi,
then on the substitute offered by the
gentleman from Mississippi, then on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. Passman].

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, a fur-
ther parliamentary inguiry.
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+ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr, RABAUT. The gentleman from
Louisiana offered an amendment which
in part applied to line 1 and in part to
line 10, on page 337. To which of these
parts does his amendment apply?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will
state, in response to the parliamentary
incuiry of the gentleman from Michigan,
that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
Passman] has offered one amendment;
his original amendment.

Mr. RABAUT. Which is his original
amendment then? To what line does it
apply? Does it apply to both places?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr, Passman] offered
an amendment which applies to two dif-
ferent lines in the pending paragraph.

Mr. RABAUT. A further parliamen-
tary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. Does the

ankin amendment omit reference to

ne 1?

The CHAIRMAN. It would be diffi-
cult for the Chair to explain all four
of these amendments when we have had
nearly an hour of debate here. By hav-
ing the amendment again reported, that
should answer the parliamentary inquiry
of the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
a further parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The Passman
amendment may be divided into two
parts, one of which is a proviso, and
the second part of his proposal is to
another and independent part of this
bill 10 lines further on. The Passman
amendment is susceptible of a division.
The Rankin amendment and the Brooks
amendment to the Rankin amendment
only amend one part of the Passman
amendment. If the Rankin amendment
is adopted, the first part of the Passman
amendment remains. Is not that the
situation?

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing to
respond to. The gentleman is simply
explaining the amendment.

Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the Pickett amendment to the
Fassman amendment.

There was no objection.

The Clerk -again read the Pickett
amendment to the Passman amendment.

Th: CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. PrcgerT] to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr, Passman].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. PIcKETT) there
were—ayes 38, noes 121.

So the amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment to the Passman amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Farron to the
Passman amendment: Strike out “$188,678,-
000" and insert “$188,978,000.”

The amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
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man from Louisiana [Mr. Brooxs] to the
substitute amendment offered by the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RaN-
KIN],

The amendment to the substitute
amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. RaANKIN] as a
substitute for the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr,
Passman].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Rankin) there
were—ayes 57, noes 116.

So the substitute amendment was re-
jected.

The CHAIRMAN., The question is on
the amendment cffered by the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. Passman].

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it. )

Mr., WHITTINGTON. That is the
amendment as amended, increaving it
merely $1,000,0600?

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
the Clerk will again report the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. PassMaAN].

There being no objection, the Clerk
again read the Passman amendment.

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. PassMAN)
there were—ayes 51, noes 112,

Mr., PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
for tellers.

Tellers were refused.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mrs. BortoN of
Ohio: On page 237, line 10, after the sum and
before the colon, Insert "“of which 75,000
shall be available for dredging in the Old
River, CIeveland. Ohio, out of amounts al-
lotted to other purposes for Cleveland Harbor
as authorized by law."

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Chair-
man, this is a very simple amendment.
It does not call for any increase or de-
crease in the funds. It merely grants
authority to the engineers to use $75,000
of the already allocated sum for the
Cleveland Harbor for the very important
deepening of what we call the old river
from 21 to 23 feet. This is particularly
important at this time because of the fact
that the Lake Erie level is in a down cycle
and this increases the problem of getting
the ‘large barges to the docks on this
river.

I hope the amendment will be agreed
to without any difficulty.

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. I yleld.

Mr. FEIGHAN. I am very familiar
with that project and I think it is ex-
tremely deserving. I hope it will receive
the unanimous support of the member-
ship.

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio.
gentleman.

Mr, RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment close in 5 minutes.

I thank the
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The CIAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr, Chairman, this
particular project is not budgeted. It is
dredging to a private dock. The engi-
neers considered it not important enough
to budget at this time,

That is my whole argument about the
project.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Mrs. BorTon],

The amendment was rejected.

Mr, JACKSON of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks at this point in the
RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr., JACESON of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, it appears that everybody
wants to get in on the Democratic act
these days—particuarly when the act has
proven as successful as the operation of
of the Grand Coulee Dam, which Presi-
dent Truman will dedicate this Thurs-
day.

I was surprised—and a bit dismayed—
to learn that the Republican Party is
now trying to get in on the act by tak-
ing credit for Grand Coulee. Former
Gov. Harold Stassen—whose Presidential
ambitions are apparently not satisfied
by the mere presidency of a great uni-
versity—made the interesting and dar-
ing statement in a political speech last
week in New York that the plans for
Grand Coulee Dam were prepared under
President Hoover.

Now I know that the president of a
unversity as great as Pennsylvania is
interested in getting at the facts. So
here are some facts about the develop-
ment of Grand Coulee—so that it will
be very clear as to just who did what.

The plans for Grand Coulee were not
prepared overnight, during the adminis-
tration of any one President. The idea
for Grand Coulee and the entire Colum-~
bia Basin irrigation project originally
appeared in the first annual report to the
Congress of the Federal Reelamation
Service. The date was 1903—not during
Mr, Hoover’s administration.

Over a number of years, more de-
tailed surveys were made. The construc-
tion of the dam was not authorized until
May 15, 1928—10 months before Mr.
Hoover was inaugurated as President—
not during his administration.

But billions of dollars of projects are
authorized which are never built. Au-
thorization does not mean construction.
It only means that the funds can be
appropriated. But without the money,
you can not even buy a bag of cement,

So what actually did happen during
Mr. Hoover’s administration, when Gov-
ernor Stassen says the plans were pre-
pared? The answer is “‘Absolutely noth-
ing.” .

It was not that the subject was not
brought up, mind you. On January T,
1932, while Mr. Hoover was still in the
White House, the Chief Engineer of the
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Bureau of Reclamation submitted a re-
port to the President, recommending
the construction of Grand Coulee and
the Columbia Basin irrigation project.

Apparently, President Hoover took lit-
tle notice of this recommendation—for
he had 14 months left in the White
House to take action on it. What did
he do? The answer again is—abso-
lutely nothing.

It was not until 1933 that President
Roosevelt, who realized the potential of
the dam and the irrigation project, al-
lotted funds under the National Indus-
trial Recovery Act for the construction
of Grand Coulee Dam. The irrigation
project was authorized later in a spe-
cific statute—under a Democratic Con-
ETress.

These are the facts, Mr. Chairman.
They show that the Republican Party—
and the Hoover administration—were
apparently quite ready to plan and wait.
But President Roosevelt, and the Demo-
cratic Party, were not satisfled with
planning and waiting. They believed—
and still believe—in action.

There is hardly a person in the North-
west—including our businessmen—who
does not, now that the deed is done and
the dam is built, realize the far-sighted-
ness of President Roosevelt in giving the
green light to the construction of Grand
Coulee. The chief engineer of one of
the biggest pulp and paper concerns on
the west coast acknowledged publicly,
not long ago, that he had once opposed
the public power program—but that he
knows now that his business could not
have survived without it. So I do not
wonder that the governor is so anxious
to get in on the act.

Thirteen of the 18 huge generators
have already been installed, and can now
produce a peak load of nearly 1,700,000
kilowatts, enough electricity to illumi-
nate well over 3,000,000 homes. The
ultimate capacity at the dam will be just
under 2,000,000 kilowatis.

This power has formed the basis not
only for tremendous industrial growth
in the Northwest, but also for the largest
atomic reactor in the world, at Rich-
land, Wash. This power enabled the
Northwest to produce half the Nation’s
aluminum during the war. Our amazing
production records for airplanes would
not have been possible without the fore-
sight of President Roosevelt.

It is highly appropriate that Presi-
dent Truman will also dedicate, on
Thursday, the largest man-made lake
in the West, created by Grand Coulee
Dam—for the lake is to bear the name
of the great American leader who caused
this man-made Niagara Falls to be
built—Franklin D. Roosevelt.

At Grand Coulee, work is being rushed
to complete the world’s largest pumps,
driven by the world’s largest motors,
which will soon boost water from Lake
Roosevelt into a feeder canal, and from
there o enough irrigable land to accom-
odate 13,000 family-sized farms.

. The over-all cost of Grand Coulee
Dam, and the Columbia Basin irrigation
project, will be about $773,000,000—but
every cent of this investment will be re-
turned to the Federal Treasury—three-
fourths of it from the sale of power, and
one-fourth from irrigation revenues.
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That is a sound investment of the tax-
payers’ money.

So Mr. Governor Stassen, I am glad
that you feel that Grand Coulee has been
such a tremendous success that you are
anxious to give the credit to Mr. Hoover.

But please, Mr. Governor, let us get
the faets straight.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman,I
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. ESERHARTER:
On page 337, line 10, after the semicolon,
strike out “$187,678,000” and Insert “$188,~
178,000.”

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman,
this amendment would restore to the bill
the amount recommended by the budget
for the improvement of the Monongahela
River near Morgantown, W. Va., known
as lock No. 10.

The Bureau of the Budget recommend-
ed $2,000,000. The engineers, I assume,
desire that amount. It seems to me, that
without any rhyme or reason, the sub-
committee reduced this amount by half
g million dollars. The project has been
nearing completion, and if this half mil-
lion is cut from the amount recommend-
ed by the budget, it will necessitate al-
lowing to remain as an obstruction to
navigation two old locks that have been
lying there for years and years. It would
mean, in addition to that, a considerable
increase in the total cost of completing
the project. I can see no reason what-
soever for cutting this half million dol-
lars off of the amount recommended by
the Bureau of the Budget. When you
realize that these barges loaded with
coal, iron, and other material are going
up and down the river, and they are con-
fronted with two old locks that remain
in the river as an obstruction to naviga-
tion, so that the tows cannot use even
the new locks that are practically com-
pleted, there seems to be no sense what-
ever in reducing the budget fisure, just
for the ostensible showing of saving a
half million dollars. New bids will have
to be asked for. Perhaps new contractors
will bid. Perhaps new equipment will
have to be brought onto the scene, and it
would be a waste of money to reduce this
$2,000,000 asked for by the Bureau of the
Budget and the Corps of Engineers to $1,-
500,000.

This is really a worth-while project.
If we complete a 9-foot project but can-
not use if, then all the money is wasted
for a year or maybe two. If you cut off
this half million dellars it means that
for 12 months you have to use something
that is outmoded and has been outmoded
for many years. In other words, you
have to break up your fow and go
through the old locks twice; it is either
that or attempt to use the new locks and
break up your tow because this obstruc-
tion is in the river. I submit, and I am
sure the gentleman from Michigan will
agree with me, that at the present time
tows and barges can only be used to 60
or 70 percent of capacity. If we cut the
budget recommendations by half a mil-
lion dollars the benefits of the 9-foot
channel will be delayed another 12
months. The gentleman will agree that
$2,000,000 is necessary to complete the
project. Why cut this half million from
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it and delay its use to maximum ca-
pacity? No industrial concern would
ever cut half a million out of a two-
million project and leave it worthless
for another 12 months. It will cost more
in the long run to make this one-half
million eut than it will to appropriate the
full amount now. I sincerely hope that
the subcommittee will agree to this ad-
dition of $500,000 to the $1,500,000 now
in the bill as reported. The adoption of
my amendment will actually save Gov-
ernment expenditures in the long run.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on the
pending amendment close in 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, it is
very difficult for me to debate with my
distinguished friend from Pennsyivania
who at times has been my genial fishing
partner and associate, but I just want to
say with regard to this Monongahela
River project that the reason for the ac-
tion of the committee can be told in one
short sentence: That project has an un-
obligated balance of $937,400. The com-
mittee in its wisdom felt that that was
enough money for them to proceed with
this year in view of the condition of the
Treasury.

Mr. EBEREHEARTER. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, RABAUT. 1 yield.

Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman
will not deny that the project will be
delayed 12 additional months by cutting
cff this half million.

Mr. RABAUT. But I may say to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania that no
family faced with a purse that is in the
condition of the purse of Uncle Sam to-
day would indulge in any needless ex-
penditure.

Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman
will also admit that the ultimate cost
will be greater if we cut off this half
million. '

Mr. RABAUT. The committee is ad-
vised that the project has $937,400 unex-
pended. We felt they had enough for
this year.

Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman
will not deny the logic of what I have
said, will he?

Mr. RABAUT. 1 admire the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania for his defense
of projects in his district and in the great
State of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on this
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. EBer-
HARTER].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. EBERHARTER)
there were—ayes 21, noes 66.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr, Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WHITE of Idaho:
On page 337, line 10, strike out “$187,678,-
000" and insert in leu thereof "“$192,923,-
000”; and on page 338, line 10, for the period
insert a colon and the following: “Provided -
further, That §5,250,000 of the amount here-
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in provided shall be available for planning
and initiating the construction of the Ice
Harbor Dam on Snake River, Wash.”

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order against the amend-
ment,

Mr, WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
this is an item that was carried in the
last annual appropriation bill and the
project has been authorized. The item
was put in the construction project pro-
gram by the Army engineers, approved
by the Bureau of the Budget, carried in
an appropriation bill and it passed the
House.

The CHAIERMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes in support of
his amendment.

Mr, WHITE of Idaho, Mr, Chairman,
I want to be heard on the point of order,
too.

Mr, Chairman, I read from the report
of the Army engineers on this particular
project:

The division engineer has restudied the
problem of water use in the Columbia and
Snake Basins in the light of changed condi-
tions,

He finds the most suitable plan for the
ultimate improvement of the two streams
between the Bonneville Dam and Lewiston,
Idaho, to be a geries of 4 locks and dams for
complete canalization of the middle Colums=
bia-between the head of the Bonneville pool
and the mouth of the Snake, and & series
of 10 locks and dams for complefe canaliza-
tion of the Snake from its mouth to Lewis«
ton.

He accordingly finds that the Umatilla
Dam and the four dams proposed for the
Bnake River should be constructed before
undertaking slack-water improvement of
the Columbia below Umatilla, where a fairly
adequate channel already exists.

The Board of Engineers for Rivers and
Harbors concurs in the view that the fore-
golng plans constitute a satisfactory, com-
prehensive, and integrated program for the
initial and ultimate development of the Co-
lumbia and Snake Rivers between Bonne-
ville and Lewliston, Idaho.

Mr. Chairman, let me point out to the
committee that the Columbia River is
now navigable all the way up to its con-
fluence with the Snake River at Pasco,
Wash. The construction of three dams
already approved by the Army engineers
will permit navigation to Lewiston,
Idaho.

Mr. Chairman, for many years we have
had navigation on the Snake River in
the high-water season. What we need
now is a slack-water route up to Lewis-
ton, Idaho. We have in the making of
the great Columbia River Basin a project
of 200,000 acres down river from the
country surrounding Lewiston, the Col-
umbia Basin project nearing completion
and the people are eagerly waiting to go
on the land. In order to move the prod-
ucts from the forest, in order to move
building materials, stone, lime, and
things like that downstream, we needed
to improve the river for navigation be-
tween the confluence of the Snake River
at Pasco and the confluence of the Snake
and the Clearwater Rivers at Lewiston,
Idaho.

This project has been approved and
voted on and has been passed by the
House of Representatives. It failed of
passage in the Senate last year due to
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the fact it was stated no fish ladders had
been provided for the Fish and Wildlife
Service. We now find that the fishways

have been provided for and now this

project has been dropped out of this ap-
propriation bill after being put in by the
Army engineers. I ask that it be re-
stored and included in this hill.

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will the

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. I yield to the
gentleman from Washington.

Mr. HOLMES. Would not the estab-
lishment of the Ice Harbor Dam give us
transportation facilities as well as power
facilities to serve that whole inland em-
pire?

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. That is correct.

Mr. HOLMES. And, in turn, these
transportation facilities would effect the
clearance of wheat and the products of
the Inland Empire down through the
Snake River to its confluence with the
Columbia and on to the coast.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. That is exactly
correct. This transportation system has
been in use since the early settlement of
the country, but only during high-water
times, but now, with the construction
of the Umatilla Dam we will have trans-
portation facilities upstream to trans-
port the materials needed to build this
great project that is now under construc-
tion.

Mr. HOLMES. The slack-water pool
created by the construction of McNary
Dam would fit right into this series of
dams on the Snake River.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. That is correct.

Mr. HOLMES. And the Ice Harbor
Dam is the pivotal dam in relation to the
lower dams, as well as serving the power-
development program.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman
is 100-percent correct. It isa very short-
sighted policy to oppose this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman
withdraw his point of order?

Mr. RABAUT. Yes, Mr.Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that debate on this amendment close
in 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to- the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
Rasaut]l.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I will
say to the gentleman from Idaho that
there was $250,000 in the budget for
planning, but this year, as we explained
earlier and as the gentleman has heard,
we have allowed no money for planning
on any new project, seeking to have the
Army engineers get up to date. We are
taking stock of everything, and I am
sorry that the gentleman’s project falls
in that category, and for that reason the
amount was not allowed. There is no
particular antagonism to the gentle-
man'’s project. I want him to know that.
This falls in the category that we are not
allowing planning here for new construc-
tion, and this project seeks $250,000 for
planning.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

' gentleman yield?
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Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Idaho.

Mr, WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman
appreciates the fact that this item was
contained in the last annual appropria-
tion bill, not only for planning but for
construction, and it passed this House.
It passed the House in the annual appro-
priation bill, and when it came back this
time it was reduced to planning.

Mr. RABAUT. Yes; I remember the
incident.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. This project
has already been approved by this House,

Mr. RABAUT. The amount was cut
out last year because of a controversy.
The Senate cut the amount out because
of the fact that a controversy developed
about the fish ladders, and under the sit-
uation the committee did not know what
to do. So, naturally, when in doubt, do
not act. We refused to act until they
settled the matter of the fish climbing
the ladders.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman
knows that that question has been re-
solved and the fish ladders have been
provided for, and there is no objection to
the project on that score.

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Washington.

Mr. HOLMES. In order to clarify the
fish-ladder controversy, it is my under-
standing that the fish-ladder problem
connected with the construction of this
dam has been cleared up by an agree-
ment that was arrived at last year with
the Fish and Wildlife Service of the De-
partment of the Interior.

Mr. RABAUT. That may be true, but
it is not now budgeted for construction.
It was budgeted this year only for plan-
ning. It comes under the general head-
ing of planning and for that reason falls
under our general rule that there shall
be no money for planning this year. We
have nothing against this particular
project, it is just that there is no money
in the bill this year for the planning of
this project or any other project. They
are all treated alike; there is no money
for planning.

I know the gentleman’s devotion to
this proposition and I admire him for
it, but it is just one of those cases where
it was eliminated last year because of
the controversy over the fish, and it is
eliminated this year because of the rul-
ing of the committee about allowing
money for planning,

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Oregon.

Mr. NORBLAD. Asa Member of Con-
gress representing the great fisheries
area of Oregon, I will say that the con-
troversy has not been settled as to the
fish ladders. The fish industry objects
to this. I should also like to say that
the Portland Oregonian, the bhiggest
paper in Oregon; the Seattle Post-Intel-
lengencer, the biggest paper in the State
of Washington; and the Yakima Herald,
in the congressional district of the gen-
tleman from Washington, the biggest
paper in his district, are all opposed to
it, and I could name a half a dozen
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others.
myself.

Mr. RABAUT., Mr. Chairman, I ask
for a vote on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Idaho [Mr. WHITE].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr, Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. NICHOLSON!:
On page 337, line 10, strike out "$187,678,000"
and insert in lleu thereof the following:
*2188,905,600, of which amount there shall
b2 avallable for projects Iin Massachusetts
the following sums: $106,700 for the Cohas-
set Harbor project; $124,000 for the Duxbury
Harbor project; $18,300 for the Buzzards Bay
to Buttermilk Bay Channel project; $95,1C0
for the Wellfieet Harbor project; 756,000 for
the Provincstown Harbor project; $182,500
for the Hyannis Harbor project; and $35,000
for the Falmouth Harbor project.

Mr. NICHCLSON. Mr. Chairman, I
had the idea that by putting all these
projects in I might get one or two or
three or four, but it looks as though I
am rather in the position of the fellow
who went fishing, Someone asked him
how he got along, and he said, “Well, I
didn't get what I expected, but I didn't
expect I would.”

These propositions have all been
studied and passed on by Congresses for
a great many years. The United States
Army engineers have approved them all.
The engineers have shown in their re-
ports to the Congress that it is economy
for the Government to help out the State
of Massachusetts and the towns where
these harbors are. We have to pay half
the expense of either dredging or putting
out jetties. We have been in rather a
tough situation because we have had two
hurricanes in the last 12 years that did
a terrible lot of damage to these har-
bors. As a matter of fact, you cannot
get into some of them except at high
tide. Of course, the tide ebbs and flows
every 6 hours, and it is kind of tough
when you have to wait 6 hours to get in
with your catch.

We are going to have sent to us by
the President of the United States a
communication to take care of the small
business of the country.

Here are a thousand or two thousand
people who are in small business. They
get their living at this business. They
pay their taxes to the town and the State
and Federal Governments. They make
8 living because they have a harbor to
come into to unload their catch.

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take
up any more time. I know that the
Bureau of the Budget did not recommend
this. Well, they did not recommend
anything else. The only place a Member
can urge that a bill be passed or that
an item be included in this bill is not
down at the Bureau of the Budget, but
here in the Halls of Congress. I will
take the advice of the Bureau of the
Budget occasionally, but when they are
wrong, I reserve the right to stand up
and vote against the Bureau. I am sure
the rest of you do likewise, and here is
alnhotpporiunity for you to exercise your
right,

I am very much opposed to it
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Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this

;amendment close in 2 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cbjection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment. There
are many worth-while projects which
have been left out by the Bureau of the
Budget. I presume that the four proj-
ects referred to by the champion of the
fishermen were some of those projects.
But the committee has eliminated some
budgeted projects this year and certainly
it would be difficult for us to go along
or ask the House to go along on unbudg-
eted items.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr, NicaoL-
SoN].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, I of-
fer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, Surron: On
page 337, line 10, strike out “$187,678,000"
and insert in lieu thereof “$185,878,000.”

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, SUTTON, I yield.

Mr. RABAUT. Do I understand the
gentleman is reducing the figure?

Mr. SUTTON. It seems queer and
funny, but I am trying to reduce it by
$1,800,000 on a project in my own dis-
trict.

Mr, Chairman, there is a project in the
Seventh Congressional District of Ten-
nessee by the Army engineers which has
a low dam known as the Cheatham Lock
and Dam and Dover Dam on the lower
Cumberland River. This project is very
controversial. It has been a matter of
controversy for something over a year,
On January 27, 1950, Senator KEFAUVER,
of Tennessee, Congressman Priest, Con-
gressman Gore and I wrote the Presi-
dent of the United States and requested
that the TVA make a survey of the lower
Cumberland River to find out which
place it would be better to have a dam
and whether it should be a high dam or
a low dam. The Army engineers have
wanted to build a low dam for several
years, but there has been much con-
troversy in all the counties affected. So
on February 2, 1950, the President re-
quested that the TVA make a survey to
see what would be inundated and what
would be best to recommend to the peo-
ple. In this appropriation there are
$1,800,000 for this project. I am asking
the committee to go along and cut this
$1,800,000 so that the dam will not be
built until this survey has been made by
the TVA. Then we can find out what
will actually be done to the people’s
land in that district.

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUTTON. Iyield.

Mr. GOLDEN. When do you expect
that report to be made, so that we can
act Intelligently on this matter.

Mr, SUTTON. The TVA suggested
that it might be 11 months before the
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report came in, Actually there will be
no project this year if this amendment
is adopted.

Mr. GOLDEN. Has the President or=-
dered the survey?

Mr. SUTTON. He has ordered that
survey. So here is a chance for you to
econcmize and cut this $1,800,000 out. I
am of the opinion that no dam should be
built until we find ocut actually what
should be done. As I say, this is in my
own congressional district and I hope un-
til a survey is made that the Committee
on Appropriations and the House will go
along and eliminate this money until the
time comes when we find out what is
best for the people down there as a re-
sult of this survey which is to be made
at the President’s request.

I hope the chairman of the committee
will accept the amendment.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SUTTON. I yield.

Mr. TABER. At the time the engineers
were before us there was $1,300,000 of
$1,400,000 that was apprepriated last
year that had not been obligated. I was
wondering if the gentleman could tell us
whether that money had heretofore been

obligated, since the engineers were
before us.
Mr. SUTTON. It is my understanding

that it has not, but I am not sure.

Mr, TABER. You understand it has
not been?

Mr. SUTTON. That is correct. In
1949 the Army engineers estimated this
would cost $9,900,000. They came before
the committee this time and estimated
it would cost $15,264,000. Actually, they
do not know yet. In fact, I think every-
thing should be held up until a complete
survey is made.

Mr. TABER. Does this not sound
reasonable?

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
amendment close in 1 minute.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I am
really surprised to receive this informa-
tion. I ask for a vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. SurTon].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr, Chairman, 1
move to strike out the last two words.
I assure the Committee I will not take
5 minutes,

The purpose of taking the floor is to
make an inquiry of the committee. Out
of $341,000,000 in this bill for flood con-
trol, Michigan has hut one item of $490,-
000. The total amount of that project,
and it is the Red Run project in southeast
Oakland County, affecting eight cities,
was $1,010,000. Five hundred thousand
dollars was appropriated last year in a
previous bill. That leaves a balance of
$510,000 to complete the work. The
committee has seen fit to reduce that to
$490,000, or a cut of $20,000. On the
bottom of page 255 of the report on this
hill is a notation that the project is to
be completed within the amount recom-
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mended. That is completed with $490,-
000, My inquiry is this: Was there any
evidence submitted to the committee by
the Army engineers or those in charge of
the work—the project is already under
construction—to show that $490,000 is
sufficient to complete the work, that
would justify a cut of $20,000.

Mr. RABAUT. The study of the com-
mittee indicates that there was an un-
expended balance cf $479,900. They had
not got started. Prices were higher at
the time the work was started than they
are at the present time. They wanted
$565,000 and the committee, in its wis-
dom, figured that $480,000 would com-
plete the transaction.

Mr. DONDERO. The only thing I am
interested in is to kuiow that the amount
in I'ile bill is sufficient to complete the
work,

Mr. RABAUT. We feel that it would.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DONDERO. I yield.

Mr., REED of New York. I have a
similar situation in a flood-control proj-
ect at Portville, N, ¥. There is a nota-
tion at the bottom of the report of the
subcommittee that the work must be
completed within the amount set forth.
The contractor refuses to sign the con-
tract on the ground that he cannot com-
plete the work in the area, that will save
the people in case of another flood. If
he cannot do the work the way it ought
to be done, he will not do it. The Army
has restricted him to an area that does
not cover the whole flood district.

Mr. RABAUT. The engineers have
been told by the committee to complete
the work.

Mr. TABER. An $850,000 project.

Mr. REED of New York. It works an
injustice because they restrict the work
of the contractor to an area that falls
short of taking in what ought to be
covered under the contract, and he will
not take it because he can only make his
money in the other part of the territory
which the Army said he could not cover
at this time.

Mr. DONDERO. The purpose of my
inquiry was, regarding the Red Run, be-
cause of the vitally important nature of
this project to a population of over 150,-
000 people in eight cities in my district.
That is the reason I wanted to be sure
that the amount included by the com-
mittee was sufficient to complete the
work.

Mr. RABAUT. Idonotknow whether
the gentleman knows it or not, but I
went out personally to view the project.
The gentleman will remember the sup-
port the project received last year when
the project was allowed.

Mr. DONDERO. I do, and I thank
the gentleman for his support of the
project.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word for the pur-
pose of explaining the situation that
exists with reference to the Portville
project in New York. I have checked it
and have found an astounding situation
that I think the House should know
about and that the head of the War De-
partment should know about.
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At the time the hearings were held
that project had an unobligated bal-
ance of $371,300. The committee carried
an item of $850,000 to complete the job.
That makes a total of $1,221,300. The
Army engineers have received a bid to
complete the projects from this con-
tractor, the whole project, not just
of it, for $1,186,464; or $34,836 less than
the amount they will have available, and
still the Army engineers refuse to let the
contract unless they get $250,000 more.
What for, goodness only knows. That
is the kind of job that has been done
there.

Mr. REED of New York., Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. I yield.

Mr. REED of New York. And the
trouble is that they have started a fire
and now expect me to correct the situa-
tion when they tell the people that under
the present allowance of money they
cannot complete the job so that it will
save them in the event of another ex-
traordinary flood. These people have
been flooded so badly that they have had
to be taken out from the second stories
of their houses at night in boats. They
have these terrific floods and now they
are told that they cannot do the job on
the money allowed.

Mr. WHITTINGTON, Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. As I pointed
out in my statement of April 7, my un-
derstanding is that after this project was
adopted, after it was authorized, that
there was an inecrease in the population
up and down the stream there and it was
clearly evident that unless the project
were extended it would not protect the
lives and property of those people. The
engineers asked for an increase in esti-
mate. There is nothing personal about
this so far as I am concerned, for it is
not in the part of the country in which
I live.

Mr. TABER. But there has been
money enough provided in the bill and
in the carry-over to cover the cost of the
contract at the price that the contractor
has bid to do the whole complete job, yet
they will not let the contract. They have
$34,000 margin and still they will not let
the contract. There is no sense at all
to that.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If the gentle-
man will pardon me, I do not mean to
delay, but they maintain that if they do
let the contract it will not under the
appropriation previously made and un-
der the limitations of this appropriation
provide for an extension of the project
that will protect those people who are
not being protected.

Mr. TABER. Why would the contrac-
tor bid less than the amount available
and have that situation except on the
basis of doing the whole job? I cannot
see; it is beyond me.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. All I know is
that evidently the contract has not been
let for the amount that is to be appro-
priated here; otherwise there would be
no occasion for the appropriation.

Mr. REED of New York. Mw, Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. REep of New
York: On page 338, line 10, insert a new
paragraph, as follows:

“For work on the Barcelona project in the
State of New York, $100,000.”

Mr, REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, if it were not for a moral obligation
involved in my amendment, I would not
take the floor at this time, but I believe
that moral obligations should be kept, by
an individual or by a nation, and as a
Representative in this Congress I feel I
owe it to a community which has acted
in good faith to take this floor at the
present time and do everything within
my power to persuade the committee to
accept my amendment.

This is a unique community for which
I am speaking today. It has a very
ancient harbor located on the south
shore of Lake Erie between Buffalo and
Erie. It has been a fishing harbor for
many years, it has been a harbor of
refuge for a century, it has been a navi-
gation school for the training of young
men in practical seamanship for many
years. It has also been a life-saving
station during its entire existence as a
harbor.

Barcelona, N. Y., was made a port of
entry as early as 1831, They builf up a
very fine community there and the Gov-
ernment gave them some aid in the early
days. The Federal Government in days
when it was not so affluent as it has been
at other times needed a lighthouse.
Who built that lighthouse? A publie-
spirited man in that community built a
very fine lighthouse that stands there
today. It has sent out its beams of
warning to the commerce on the Great
Lakes for years and years fto keep the
ships off the dangerous shoals and rocks
near the shore, It is impossible to know
how many human lives it has saved.

There is a great fishing ground just off
this little harbor of Barcelona and for
years they have brought in their count-
less tons of fish to feed the Nation, par-
ticularly in time of war. It is 17 miles
to a harbor of refuge to the east and 38
miles to the west. There are thousands
upon thousands of small hoats today op-
erating along the shores of our Great
Lakes. They need this as a harbor of
refuge.

To show you how far the civic-minded
people have gone to maintain this har-
bor which they need, they have built
wharves, they built the lighthouse, they
built storage facilities there, they put
their own money into these projects over
a period of 119 years.

The Government ceased appropriating
for Barcelona Harbor, the port of West-
field, N. Y., with the result that the
silt and the sand and the dirt and the
rocks have been thrown into the harbor
due to the action of the heavy and fre-
quent storms. The community itself is
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being devastated. These fishermen can-
not get their boats into the harbor to
unload their catch, and as a consequence
they are obliged to desert their homes
and move to other ports. In 1945, $303,-
000 was authorized by the Congress for
this project with the condition precedent
imposed by the Federal Government that
the community would bond itself for
$7,500 to do its part toward the con-
struetion of this project. That condi-
tion required the citizens to go to Albany,
the State capital, at great expense, with
their attorneys, to obtain an enabling
act to authorize the taxpayers to vote
a bond issue. When that bond issue
came up to be voted on under the en-
abling act it was the first time in the his-
tory of the community, which is more
than a century old, that the village of
Westficld had voted a bond issue. They
passed the bond issue by a vote of more
than 30 to 1, showing that the people
were united in favor of the project, and
they believed, of course, when they
bonded themselves, that the Federal
Government would perform its part. I
say frankly that the Bureau of the
Budget did not see fit to recommend
this item but here is the moral obliga-
tion of the transaction. The moral ob-
ligation is that if this improvement is
suffered to be delayed another year be-
fore beginningz this work, every fishing
boat will be driven out of the Barcelona
Harbor, and they will be forced to go
miles and miles from their fishing
grounds. In other words, it will deny the
fishermen and others a harbor of refuge
for the fishing boats, and it will compel
the boats to go out many miles from
other ports and thus run the chance of
sudden storms which might wreck them
before the sailors could return to safety.
If you fail to begin construction now,
many lives may be lost because the Con-
gress failed to restore this harbor of
refuge.

Here is a community that since 1831
has been putting in its own money; it
built the lighthouse necessary for com-
merce on the Great Lakes. Even when
the sailing vessel days were passing out
of the navigation picture the people
raised money, incorporated, and built a
steamboat which operated out of this
harbor, So I feel that I am not making
an unreasonable request of this Congress
as a moral obligation of the Government
to approve at least $100,000 in this bill
to start the restoration of Barcelona
Harbor.

Now, just stop and think of it. Most
of you Members have been to Europe.
We have been supplying money to a so-
cialistic government, and I have no quar-
rel with the free-enterprise people them-
selves in that country. But they have
been using their own tax money to pay
short-term bills; they have heen using
our taxpayers’ money to buy wigs, mon-
acles, and other nonessential articles at
our expense. It seems to me that the
time has come for us to measure up to
our own moral obligation at home and
not devastate and destroy a fishing har-
bor, a harbor of refuge, just because we
have the power to do it. I am nof criti-
cizing the subcommittee. The subcom-
mittee has treated me with every cour-
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tesy, but when the Bureau of the Budget
fails to act in a crisis like this I feel that
Congress represents the people of the
United States and that they should meet
the home emergencies instead of financ-
ing emergencies all over the world.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REED of New York. I yield to the
gentleman from Michigan,

Mr. RABAUT. What is the population
of that community?

Mr. REED of New York. The popula-
tion is three or four thousand. Is that
worth destroying or keeping?

Mr. RABAUT. Wall, it is not a ques-
tion of destroying it. We do not want to
destroy it. I just wanted to ask a ques-
tion, that is all.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man withdraw his point of order?

Mr. RABAUT. Yes, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that debate on this amendment
close in 5 minutes, the last 3 minutes to
be allotted to the committee,

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

The CHAIEMAN., The Chair reccg-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
RaBauT].

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I am
going to quote from the hearings before
this subcommittee on page 593:

Mr. Taer. What is the estimated cost of
this project, Mr. REED?

Mr. ReEep. The amount authorized s $791,-
000, as I recall, :

This is $791,000, and three or four
thousand people are involved.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT. I yield.

Mr. REED of New York. That fig-
ure is not correct. It was a typographi-
cal error. The amount is $303,000. I
am asking for only $100,000 to com-
mence the work.

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman knows
that no new projects are being started
this year. I admire the gentleman for
his devotion to his district, but there is
a time when we have to take cognizance
of the condition of the Treasury. The
gentleman’s project is in the same cate-
gory as all the rest of them.

I ask for a vote on the amendment,
Mr, Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. REep].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. Reep of New
York) there were—ayes 17, noes 30.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer another amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, REEp of New
York: On page 238, after line 10, insert “$100,-
000, appropriated in the bill, be made avail-
able for improvement of Barcelona Harbor,
New York."”

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I think I have presented this case
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very fairly. I hope I can impress the
committee with this thought: The con-
dition of this harbor has become such,
as a result of the heavy storms that have
afflicted it that the failure to improve the
harbor now will result in driving the few
remaining small boats out of there thus
rendering the Barcelona Harbor abso-
lutely useless for commercial purposes.
If the work is commenced now, this
year, and $100,000 made available, then
we can save this harbor for the citizens
and thus save this community asset for
a community that has met its own civie
responsibility as well as a part of the re-
sponsibility of the Federal Government.

Mr. RABAUT., Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on the
pending amendment close in 3 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cbjection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment offered by the distinguished
gentleman from New York seeks to take
$100,000 from other projects to which the
money has been assigned. Every penny
in the hill is earmarked for some par=
ticular thing. The gentleman is asking
that $100,000 be assigned to this project.
I do not feel the committee can start go-
ing on record in favor of a request such
as this because it would be very discrim-
inatory against others who have planned
their projectcs and made certain justi-
fications whereby the money was allo-
cated to their projects. The amendment
pretty well answers itself.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr, REep].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

Mr, Chairman, I have a great deal of
confidence in this subcommittee and in
its work, but I question the wisdom of a
cut inflicted by the subcommittee in the
Jim Woodruff Dam project in the great
and important Apalachicola Waterway.
That project was cut from $5,000,000 to
$3,500,000.

During the Easter recess I visited the

. site of the dam and talked at length with

the engineers in charge of that project.
They are there on the ground and they
have all the facts. They told me without
qualification that a cut from $5,000,000
to $3,500,000 in that project is, for valid
and sound reasons, going to mean a delay
of 2 years in the completion of the
project.

Once that project is completed, the
Government will take in $1,033,000 a year
from hydroelectric power. The 2 years’
delay which the present cut may entail
will mean that we are going to lose over
$2,000,000 in revenue and to lose badly
needed electric power and the use of the
waterway for 2 years in order to delay—
not save—the expenditure of $1,500,000.
Therefore, I question the wisdom of the
committee in cutting the funds for that
valuable project and I trust that they
will be restored.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to offer an
amendment, but I want to ask several
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questions of the subcommittee with ref-
erence to two of the projects in Cali-
fornia, I am interested in the item on
page 250 of the report referred to as the
Sacramento River, $1,500,000. We were
able to convinee the Bureau of the Budget
that they should give us $2,500,000 for the
project. I think the reason was that by
making a Federal appropriation it would
release $3,750,000 of local money. An-
other matter about which I am concerned
is this: the purpose of part of this Federal
money is to build a short canal from the
Sacramento River to the turning basin
of the deep-water channel, or the arti-
ficial channel which the engineers w§ll
build. On that little canal a large grain
elevator is being constructed on the sup-
position that this appropriation might
be large enough to build that canal which
will connect the Sacramento River with
the turning basin of the Sacramento
ship channel. What I would like to
know is just how did the committee hap-
pen to reduce the amount? Was it just
a general economy move, or was there
some other specific reason for it?

Mr. RABAUT. There was an unobli-
gated balance of $1,419,500 on December
31, In this appropriation they got
$1,700,000. So they have a considerable
sum of money left.

Mr. JOHNSON. We got $1,500,000?

Mr. RABAUT. Just a minute. Last
year the appropriation was $1,700,000, of
which they had an unexpended balance
on December 31 of $1,419,500. So they
had only scratched the amount given last
year. Now we have added to that this
year $1,020,000. So they have a very
substantial sum of money, I think that
answers the gentleman’s questicn.

Mr. JOHNSON. I think it does, too.
I would like to ask about another project
on page 254 of the report. The item is
in California and is referred to as the
Farmington Reservoir, $500,000. We
were able to convince the Bureau of the
Budget that they should give us the total
amount required for the completion of
that dam. The total amount that they
estimated would be required to complete
the dam was $1,674,000. The Bureau of
the Budget allowed the full amount in
order to get the dam out of the way and
completed this year, which is good econ-
omy. Tt iz better to get these thin-s
completed and out of the way instcad of
dragging them out year after year. I
would like to know what impelled the
subcommittee to make such a drastic cut
in that Bureau recommendation?

Mr. RABAUT. Well, the situation is
practically the same. They have more
money to work with now than they have
needed. Last year we gave them $1,700,-
000. The unexpended balance as at the
end of the year was $1,510,800. We have
given them $500,000 additional. So they
have over $2,000,000. In view of the situ-
ation of Uncle Sam’s purse, I think the
committee did pretty well by them,

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to ex-
plain this. I think a good part of that
first appropriation is tied up in contracts
for the purchase of land. We have not
pald for the property but we have com-
mitted it. So it means that the con-
struction money will be reduced very
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drastically. Apparently the Budget Bu-
reau was motivated by the idea that they
would recommend the full amount and
this year build the entire dam. But
whatever the committee decision was I
will have to abide by it. Ithank the gen-
tleman for giving me the explanations,
I wanted to get this in the REcorp so
that anybody reading it will know exact-
1y what the committee had in mind when
they made the cuts. I appreciate the
courtesy and the generosity of this com-
mittee very much.

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware.
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Boges of Dela-
ware: On page 338, after line 10, insert a
new paragraph, as follows:

“Inland waterway, Rehoboth Bay to Dela-
ware Bay, Del.: For prosecution of the
works of improvement with respect to the
inland waterway, Rehoboth Bay to Dela-
ware Bay, Del., as authorized in the River
and Harbor Act, March 2, 1945 (Public Law
41, 79th Cong.), $122,000.”

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. Mr. Chair-
man, in the brief space of only a few
minutes which have been allotted to me,
I shall earnestly strive to justify and to
obtain the support of the Members for
the amendment which I have submitted
and you have just heard.

The amendment provides for the in-
clusion of an appropriation of $122,000
for the improvement of the inland
waterway and Roosevelt Inlef at Lewes,
Del.

This project is not a new one. This
existing Federal project was authorized
by the River and Harbor Act of March 2,
1945, and provides for the deepening of
the existing channel from a present
depth of 6 feet to a necessary depth of
10 feet.

The district engineer, the division
engineer, and the Chief of Army Engi-
n:>rs specifically recommended in the
1951 budget request that there be in-
cluded $122,000 to be used for dredging
this waterway channel to a depth of 10
feet. This specific request for funds to
complete a necessary project authorized
by the Congress 5 years ago was deleted
by the Bureau of the Budget, and no
satisfactory explanation for the deletion
of this appropriation has as yet been
given. .

This authorized Federal project at the
Roosevelt Inlet is the key to several other
river and harbor projects. It is also the
key to the effectiveness of other vitally
important operations which are largely
dependent upon the existence of a 10-
foot channel from Roosevelt Inlet to the
turning basin at Lewes, Del. One of
the other Federal projects of long stand-
ing and recognized importance which is
dependent upon the deepening of this
channel is the Harbor of Refuge in
Delaware Bay. This Harbor of Refuge
is used by naval and commercial vessels
whenever severe adverse weather condi-
tions exist on the Delaware Bay or the
adjacent Atlantic Ocean area.

Immediately adjacent to Lewes, Del., is
Fort Miles, an Army installation of real
importance to our seaboard defenses.
The Army finds it necessary and essential
to use seagoing vessels in connection

Mr. Chair-

6663

with its extensive mine-laying and anti-
aireraft training programs. These Army
ships must use the Roosevelt Inlet, and
the present depth of the channel is con-
sidered inadequate for fullest utilization.

The United States Coast Guard is also
dependent on the use of this waterway.
The Commandant of the Coast Guard
has stated that a channel depth of 10
feet would be advantageous to Coast
Guard operations in that locality. He
has also pointed out that patrol boats
used by the Coast Guard have a draft of
515 feet. Since the channel is only 6
feet deep, it allows very little clearance.
The Commandant further stated that in

" heavy weather this condition becomes

hazardous and at times may interfere
with rescue operations. Thus the proj-
ect cited doubtless would be advanta-
geous to Coast Guard operations at this
place.

" Let me also point out that the Dela-
ware Bay is one of the most important
in the United States with respect to the
tonnage of commercial shipping bound
to and from the ports of Philadelphia,
Pa., Camden, N. J., Baltimore, Md., Ches-
ter, Pa., and Wilmington, Del. Each of
these commercial vessels of any consid-
erable size takes on or discharges a bay
and river pilot at Lewes, Del. The ves-
sels used for transporting these pilots
from shore to ship must use the inland
waterway and the Roosevelt Inlet. Fur-
thermore, at the location of this author-
ized Federal project, for which an appro-
priation of $122,000 is sought, there is the
second largest menhaden fishing indus-
try in the United States. At present
this industry is greatly handicapped by
the lack of adequate depth of the chan-
nel at the Roosevelt Inlet and in the por-
tion of the inland waterway to which I
am referring.

Therefore, gentlemen, from the stand-
point of national defense, including op-
erations of the Army and the Coast
Guard, and from the standpoint of sea-
borne commerce, commercial fishing in-
dustries, and distressed shipping, it is to
be seriously doubted if there is any single
project in the United States which can
better justify an appropriation. In spite
of that fact and the obvious justifica-
tion for an appropriation for this neces-
sary and important project, the appro-
priation request for $122,000 was delzted
by the Bureau of the Budget. Con-
sequently, I now seek your support in
having this item reinstated by the ac-
ceptance of the amendment which I have
submitted.

Gentlemen, I sincerely believe that I
have shown the necessity and the com-
plete justification for the appropriation
provided for by my amendment. Never-
theless, I want to use the remaining por-
tion of the brief time allotted to me to
give you some other startling facts which,
as fair-minded men, I am sure you will
consider. The Statc of Delaware ‘s a
small but extremely important and valu-
able State. It is for that reason that
it is frequently referred to as the Dia-
mond State. I am sure that the Treas-
ury Department, and especially the
Bureau of Internal Revenue, consider
Delaware as the Diamond State. I make
this statement because official statistics
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of the Treasury Department reflect that
the Federal Government collects in taxes
slightly more than $1,000 per capita from
Delaware, whereas the average per
capita Federal tax receipts through-
out the Nation are only about $280. In
other words, gentlemen, the Federal tax
receipts from Delaware are more than
three and a half times the national aver-
age on a per capita basis. Treasury De-
partment statistics also reflect that the
average individual Federal income tax
per capita in the United States is
about $140 per year. Compare this,
please, with the faet that the average
per capita individual Federal income
tax derived from Delaware is about $380
per year. In other words, the per capita
Federal individual income tax return
from Deiaware is only slightly less than
three times the national average.

Now you may ask why I have pre-

sented these figures, and I am only too

happy to anticipate that question. Other
statistics show that on the average each
State receives in Federal grants to States
and individuals $13.57 for every $100 of
Foderal taxes collected in the States.
Delaware, which confributes out of all
proportion to our tax revenues receives
the smallest return in Federal grants.
Delaware receives only $3.25 in Federal
grants for every $100 it contributes to
Federal tax revenues., On the other
hand one State receives $107 for each
$100 of Federal revenue.

The particular appropriation under
consideration is for approximately $187,-
000,000. Thirty-three States, in addition
to Alaska and the District of Columbia,
would share in that appropriation.
Delaware is not one of those States even
though the authorized Federal project
for which my amendment provides an
appropriation was approvad by the Con-
gress 5 years ago. In addition, gentle-
men, the appropriation which I seek
here today represents only slightly more
than six one-hundredths of 1 percent of
the total amouni of the rivers and har-
bors appropriation recommended by the
committee. Let me repeat—six one-
hundredths of 1 percent of the recom-
mended appropriation.

Now it is probable that many of you
gentlemen are saying, “Yes, but we can-
not increase ,h this appropriation. We
must have economy. We must reduce,
not increase appropriations.” No one,
Mr. Chairman, has been more outspoken
on behalf of greater economy in govern-
ment than I have, and I do not now pro-
pose to change that position by one iota.

Consequenily, I direct your attention
to page 250 of the committee’s report on
this appropriation measure. There in
the feurth paragraph you will find the
committee’s statement that this recom-
mended appropriation includes the
amount of 1,000,000 for “river and har-
bor studies,” and another $1,000,000 for
“miscellaneous inspections, investiga-
tions, and so forth.” In other words, the
committee is recommending an appro-
priation of $2,000,000 to be used in
finding new river and harbor projects
when we have before us a Federal proj-
ect authorized 5 years ago which is con-
sidered by the Army, the Coast Guard,
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and commercial interests as vitally
important completely omitted from
this appropriation. The appropriation
which my amendment provides for is in
the sum of $122,000. Gentlemen, that
sum represents only a little more than
6 percent of the $2,000,000 which is car-
ried in this bill for the study and inves-
tigation of projects. How, I ask you, can
this be justified or considered in any
manner to be consistent? Here in this
$2,000,000 for additional studies can be
found without any increase in the total
appropriation the complete sum of $122,-
000 called for in my amendment and
recommended as necessary by so many
governmental and private interests.

As Delaware’s sole representative, I
know that I stand alone in this Chamber,
Yeu know that I have no powerful dele-
gation to lend me support. You know
that it is highly imprcbable that any
other Member will seek time or take the
effort to speak on this floor on behalf of
my amendment. Therefore, I earnestly
request that as fair-minded men seeking
the greatest return from the funds which
you are avout to appropriate that you
consider the facts which I have presented
which serve to justify your support for
my amendment.

And I may add, if the members of the
committee will permit, that I can give
full assurances that the entire Delaware
delegation in the House favors this
amendment and urges its adeption.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
amendment close in 3 minuies.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I find
myself confronted with the entire dele-
gation of the State of Delaware on this
amendment which, together with the
fact that the gentleman from Delaware
is so beloved in the House, makes it diffi-
cult for me to proceed. This project
falls in the category of those projects
that there is no budget estimate for.

For the same reason that has been ad-
vanced several times today, the commit-
tee must be opposed to it.

The CHAIRMAN. . The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Delaware [Mr. .Bogasl.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. GOLDEN, Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, we have heard many
times from this very able and hard-
working subcommitiee that because a
project is new it sees fit not to include
it in this year’'s estimate. I feel that
there is a deep concern among many
Members of this House, as well as myself,
who have worthy projects that are much
needed in their home districts, that have
met all of the requirements and have
been approved by the various Corps of
Engineers, including the Chief of Engi-

neers. I would like to make a very seri-

ous inquiry of the committee or some
member thereof who may be informed. If
there is a policy I would like to know
when we may expect to get in some new
projects.
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Last year I appeared before this com-
mittee and explained the Pineville, Ky.,
project, where the people are almost
destroyed every year by devastating
floods. I received a very courteous hear-
ing. The same procedure was repeated
this year. y

If there is a policy, or if the members
of the subcommittee can advise myself
and other Members of the House as to
when we may receive consideration for
new projects, I would like some member
of that committee to advise us.

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman
repeat his request?

My, GOLDEN. I appeared before the
gentleman’s committee on two different
occasions and received a very kind and
a very courteous hearing on my Pineville,
Ky., project, I realize that the com-
mittee has many serious obligations to
meet. But I am in the same position
that many other Members of this House
are in. We have new projects that are
worthy and that are badly needed, where
our local communities have raised the
money to furnish their part of the neces-
sary funds to build these flood walls.

If a policy has been adopted by the
gentleman’s committee or if he could in-
form us when we may be able to sue-
cessfully present our new projects, that
information would be worth a great deal
to the Members of the House.

Mr. RABAUT. First, I want to say to

* the distinguished gentleman from Ken-

tucky that it is true he has been very
dilizent for his district before the com-
mittee. He came and presented all of
the facts in reference to his project and
he presented them in a most praise-
worthy manner. But in view of the
monetary situation of the country at this
time, the existing deficit, and the deficit
spending that is going on, the committee
has taken a firm position against some
projects. The gentleman knows as a
legislator here that we cannot bind
future committees and we cannot bind
future Congresses.

Mr. GOLDEN. I realize that.

Mr. RABAUT. We are going to make
no hard-and-fast rule about this. We
did think that as a business proposition
this year we should simply stand by and
take stock of the great work that is being
done all over the country by the Army
engineers and that no new plans or proj-
ects this year be considered.

Mr. GOLDEN. I would like to point
out to the distinguished chairman of the
subcommittee that I have no endeavor
to undertake to bind the committee. I
just simply ask if there has been any
thought given to the need for new proj-
ects and as to when we may be con-
sidered.

A year’s delay may mean the destruc-
tion of the town, and if there is any
information that the gentleman can give
us that would throw light on that, I would
appreciate it. We have to answer to our
constituents, and we are vitally inter-
ested.

Mr. RABAUT. Of course, the proced-
ure is to present this matter to the
Bureau of the Budget. The engineers
first present this to the Bureau, and
sometimes the Bureau sees fit to approve
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and forward it to the Congress, and at
other times they do not. So, that is the
first hurdle that the gentleman must
overcome.,

Mr. GOLDEN. I want to say to the
Members of the House that some time I
hope to get this project through. We
have annual damages in Pineville, Ky.,
that are in excess of the entire cost to
build a flood wall around that town of
about 4,000 people. My town has al-
ready voted bonds. Something over one-
third of the cost has been apportioned
to the local citizens, and we voted $490,-
000 of bonds, and we are hoping that
before long, before another flood strikes,
that we may find our financial affairs
in such shape that we can approve of
this project.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
paragraph close in 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

The C ‘The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
HoeveNn]

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate what has been said about com-
mencing new projects in view of the
present financial condition of the United
States Treasury. However, I would like
to ask the distinguished Chairman of the
subcommittee whether he feels enough
money has been appropriated in this
bill to take care of emergency flood-con-
trol measures. I make special reference
to emergency work required on the Mis-
souri River in the section designated in
the report as Missouri River agricul-
tural levees, Kansas, Missouri, Towa, and
Nebraska.

Mr, RABAUT, $3,000,000 has bheen ap-
propriated.

Mr. HOEVEN. I am particularly con-
cerned about great damage which may
result to Gordon Drive on United States
Highway No. 77 at Sioux City. Thisis a
highway recently constructed by the
Iowa State Highway Department along
the Iowa bank of the Missouri River at
Sioux City. During the ice run this
spring, which was one of the heaviest in
years, approximately 830 feet of the pile
struecture protecting this road was com-
pletely destroyed and the river was
threatening sbout 1,500 feet of highway
fill immediately shoreward and down-
stream from this structure.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

Mr, STEFAN. Iknow of that damage.
We had more water there than we had
in 1943. That is right across the river
from my district. On my side of the
river we had approximately a million
dollars worth of damage. Now, this
$3,000,000 for emergency is an over-all
emergency fund. Very little of that
could be used on the Missouri River,
although the engineers did go up there
and do some sand bagging and gave some
relief. But, the damage is there, and
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very little of this $3,000,000 is going to
be applicable to give these people the re-
lief they need now in the emergency.

Mr. HOEVEN. That is the very point
I want to make. The $3,000,000 would
not seem sufficient in view of the fact
that this amount is all that is allowed
for flood emergencies all over the coun-
try.

Mr. STEFAN. It is an emergency
appropriation for emergencies all over
the United States.

Mr, HOEVEN. So the proportionate
part which could be allocated for Mis-
souri River emergency work might prove
very insignificant indeed.

Mr, STEFAN. It is very, very small.

Mr. HOEVEN. The Iowa State High-
way Commission has invested a lot of
money in the construction of Gordon
Drive, to which project Sioux City has
also contributed. This highway adja-
cent to the Missouri River is threatened
with being washed out whenever the
Missouri goes on a rampage. Twice with-
in the last 2 years the Army engineers at
Omaha have been called upon to con-
struct emergency work for the protec-
tion of this very road. It is a hazard
which must be taken care of.

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman from
Jowa and the rest of us along the river
have been working on this problem from
the very minute the matter was called to
our attention. We got busy when we
learned of the breaking up of the ice
jam in North Dakota. The Army engi-
neers have been on the job, but the sub-
sequent damage is there today. We are
getting complaints from our constitu-
ents all up and down that river,

Mr. HOEVEN. The gentleman is cor-
rect and he also realizes that there is a
great investment of money involved.
There should be some assurance on the
part of subcommittee or the Congress, at
least, that we are going to have enough
money in the emergency fund to take
care of the very things the gentleman
from Nebraska and I have mentioned.

Mr. STEFAN. This is a real emer-
gency.

Mr, HOEVEN. What is the Congress
going to do about it?

Mr. STEFAN. I understand the Army
engineers are willing to help all they can,
but how much of this $3,000,000 can we
get now?

Mr. HOEVEN. That is the question. I
took the matter up with the district en-
gineer at Omaha, who contends he does
not have enough money to take care of
all these emergency needs along the Mis-
souri River. We are absolutely subject
to the whims of nature and the weather
and never know how much damage we
are going to have when the river rushes
down upon us.

Mr. STEFAN. I think the gentle-
man's statement on the floor should in-
duce the Army engineers to give some
more of that $3,000,000 where it is needed,
where the emergency now exists.

Mr. HOEVEN. I do hope the Army
engineers will disburse the funds where
needed the most. However, requests for
assistance come from all over the United
States to participate in this $3,000,000.
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Just where it is to be allocated we never
know. It is our duty to speak up for our
individual needs. I want to impress
upon the subcommittee that if Gordon
Drive at Sioux City again comes in-
to immediate danger and adequate emer-
geney funds are not available that I may
be called upon to ask for some emergency
legislation to help solve our problem.

The Clerk read as follows:

Froop CONTROL

Flood control, general: For the construc-
tion and maintenance of certain public
works on rivers and harbors for flood con-
trol, and for other purposes, in accordance
with the provisions of the Flood Control
Act, approved June 22, 1936, as amended and
supplemented, including printing and bind-
ing, and office supplies and equipment re-
quired in the Office of the Chief of Engineers
to carry out the purposes of this appropria-
tion, and for preliminary examinations, sur-
veys, and contingencies in connection with
the flood control, $341,055,000: Provided, That
funds appropriated herein may be used for
flood-control work on the Salmon River,
Alaska, as authorized by law: Provided fur-
ther, That funds appropriated herein may
be used to execute detalled surveys, and
prepare plans and specifications, necessary
for the construction of flood-control proj-
ects heretofore or hereafter authorized or
for flood-control projects considered for se-
lection in accordance with the provisions of
section 4 of the Flood Control Act approved
June 28, 1938, and section 3 of the Flood
Control Act approved August 18, 1941 (55
Btat. 638) : Provided further, That the ex-
penditure of funds for completing the nec-
essary surveys shall not be construed as a
commitment of the Government to the con-
struction of any project.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, chapter
IX of the bill under consideration cover-
ing civil funetions of the Department of
the Army under the heading of “Flood
control, general” includes an item for
flood control at Hutchinson, Kans.

This project is designed to protect the
city of Hutchinson and adjacent terri-
tory from recurring flood damage from
Cow Creek, a tributary of the Arkansas
River which flows into that river near
Hutchinson. The project as approved
by the Army engineers will protect 17,-
500 acres of land having a value of $64,-
000,000 exclusive of annual crops. Six
thousand acres of the 17,500 are in the
city of Hutchinson. Recurring floods
have occurred for many years and a
number of them have been quite disas-
trous. The records of the Army engi-
neers show that especially  disastrous
floods occurred in 1929 and in 1941. The
1929 flood caused estimated damages of
$2,500,000 and that occurring in 1941
damages of $2,000,000. Over the years
there has been some flood damage at
least every 3 years and major floods have
occurred approximately every 9 or 10
years during the period from 1877 down
to date as shown by the records of the
Army engineers,

The total estimated Federal cost of
this project is $3,080,000 of which $1,-
480,000 has been allotted previous to the
coming fiscal year. The Bureau of the
Budget recommended an appropriation
of $750,000 for 1951, which, if made,
would leave $870,000 necessary to com-
plete the project after the fiscal year
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1951. No funds were appropriated for
the fiscal year 1950.

This project is the result of plans
which have been under consideration for
several years. In 1945 the Army engi-
geers submitted plans to the city of
Hutchinson and these plans were ap-
proved by the city and in the same year
the city gave its assurances to the Sec-
retary of War covering that part of the
project and its costs which were to be
assumed by the city.

The project has also been approved by
the chief engineer of the Division of
Water Resources of the Kansas State
Board of Agriculture. Since the project
will require the relocation of State high-
ways and the construction of bridges and
culverts, it has been necessary to work
with the State highway commission, and
that commission has agreed to carry out
the necessary construction work needed
to relocate highways and build culverts
and bridges.

However, considerable delay occurred
in connection with the project, due to a
legal action brought against the city of
Hutchinson by the Cow Creek Valley
Flood Prevention Association, composed
of landowners who felt they would be
adversely affected by the construction of
the project. This litigation was not
finally concluded until January 1949,
The decision was in favor of the city,
and since that time rapid progress has
been made.

Pursuant to the agreement between
the city and the Army engineers, the city
of Hutchinson has proceeded to obtain
rights-of-way for the project and to date
has issued its temporary notes for land
acquisition and damages in the amount
of $429812.37. The city has also con-
tracted to pay for the relocation where
necessary of the facilities of the South-
western Bell Telephone Co., the Kansas
Power & Light Co., the Consolidated Gas
Utilities Corp., and the Gas Service Co.,
and is expected to spend in this connec-
tion not to exceed $139,867.79.

It is my understanding that if the
amount of $750,000 called for in the
budget estimate is made available, work
on the project including the relocation
of railroad lines, the cost of which is
to be paid by the Government, the con-
struction of earthworks and dikes, the
relocation of the utilities mentioned
above and the relocation of highways by
the State highway commission will pro-
ceed without inferruption and toward
early completion. The appropriation of
the full amount of $750,000 will not only
permit the Army engineers to relocate
the railroad lines involved but will en-
able them to let a continuing contract
for the construction of the earthwork
necessary to complete the project. If
the amount is reduced to $400,000 as
recommended in the report of the House
committee it will mean that contracts
for only a very small portion of the
earthwork can be let for the coming
fiscal year and that the Army engineers
will not feel justified in letting contin-
uing contracts. While this will not af-
fect the ultimate completion of the proj-
ect in any way, it will delay it for at
least a year and it is felt by the mu-
nicipal officials of the city of Hutchinson
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that this delay may result in increased
costs to the city on its part of the proj-
ect. I think I should point out also that
in view of the history of recurring floods
in the Cow Creek area there is a pos-
sibility that the delay might result in
serious flood damage to the city of
Hutchinson.

For that reason the mayor and com-
missioners of the city of Hutchinson are
much concerned about the delay which
will be caused by this reduction of §350,-
000 made by the Appropriations Com-
mittes of the House of Representatives
and on April 7 last adopted a resolu-
tion with reference to the matier urging
that proper steps be taken to secure the
appropriation of sufficient funds by the
Congress to construct the project. As
a part of my remarks I include here-
with a copy of the resolution to which
I have just referred and urge its most
careful consideration by the House and
the Senate in cennection with the ap-
propriations for flood control contained
in this bill:

Whereas the city of Hutchinson, Eans., by
resolution duly adopted on the 27th day of
August 1943, directed its city engineer to
contact the proper officials and engineers of
the United States Army and endeavor to ob-
tain thelr assistance and cooperation in the
development and construction of the city’s
flood control project; and

Wheiens on the 14th day of March 1945,
Colonel Wilson and his staff of the United
States Army engineers presented their flood
control plans for flood profection for the city
of Hutchinsen, Kans., and the city approved
sald plans; and

Whereas the city of Hutchinson made as-
surances pledging compliances with the con-
ditions of local cooperation in accordance
with the Flood Control Act approved June
22, 1036, which authorized the improvement
and construction of levees on Cow Creek, a
tributary of the Arkansas River, to protect
people and property, and the Secretary of
War approved the assurances on July 4, 1945;
and

Whereas the city of Hutchinson has pro-
cured through condemnation and eminent
domain, gift, or purchase rights-of-way, ease-
ments, and exclusive cccupancy and posses-
eglon over, through, and upon the parts of
rights-of-way described and known as lot II
of the Hutchinson flood control project as ap-
proved by the chief engineer of the division
of water resources; and

Whereas the clty in acquiring such rights-
of-way has expended the sum of $429812.37
issuing its temporary notes to obtaln such
funds; and

Whereas the city of Hutchinson has granted
rights of entry to the lands so condemned
for flood-control purposes by the city of
Hutchinson, Eans., to the United States Gov-
ernment; and

Whereas the city of Hutchinson has taken
all other necessary steps requisite to com-
ply with local cooperation requirements as
set forth In the Flood Control Act approved
by the Congress of the United States the 22d
day of June 1936; and

Whereas special counsel for the city of
Hutchinson has announced that upon in-
quiry to the district engineer of the Tulsa
district, Corps of Engineers, that moneys
currently appropriated for the Hufchinson
flood-control project plus those proposed for
appropriation for the fiscal year 1951 by the
House Appropriation Committee would be
inadequate to permit the award of a contract
during the fiscal year 1951 for work on the
levee portions of the project; and

‘Whereas the Board of Commissioners of the
City of Hutchinson, Kans., deem it necessary
for the public good and convenlence that
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the bridges, streets, alleys, public bulildings,
public property, public utilities, and private
property located within the corporate limits
of the city of Hutchinson, Eans., be pro-
tected from overflow from streams and na-
tural water courses and general flooded con-
ditions and that the Hutchinson ficod con-
trol project be constructed without further
delay: Now, therefore, be it

Resoived by the Board of Commissioners
of the City of Hutchinson, Kans.—

Section 1. That the Congressmen and Sena-
tors from the State of Kansas be requested
to take all pnecessary and proper steps to
procure the appropriation of sufficient funds
by the Congres: of the United States to en-
able the Corps of Engineers of the United
States Army to construct the Hutchinson
flood-control project.

Sec. 2. That the city clerk of the city of
Hutchinson shall forward forthwith a duly
certified copy of this resolution to the Con-
gressmen and Senators of the State of Kansas.

Passed and approved this Tth day of April
A. D. 1950.

L. E. Barp, Mayor.

Freo HENNEY,

Wwnm. C. Suaw, Jr.,

J. W. VANDAVERE,

RICHARD BELITZER,
City Commissioners.

Attest:

F. C, BurrR, City Clerk.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Passman: On
page 339, line 1, strike out “§241,065,000" and
insert in lieu thereof "$343,055,000."

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment before you provides $2,000,-
0090 for planning for “Flood control, gen-
eral,” The Bureau of the Budget recom-
mended $4,000,000, This is half of the
amount recommended by the Bureau of
the Budget. Last week the Congress
passed a flood-control bill in the amount
of approximately $1,700,000,000. If this
amendment is not adopted, there will
not be a dime for plans and specifica~
tions for “Flood control, general” be-
cause in the bill before you the amounts
have been specifically assigned. I am
sure the committee wishes to be fair. If
you wili consider reclamation, which is
the counterpart of flood control, you will
find the committee allotted $5,150,000 for
plans and specifications whereas the
Corps of Army Engineers under “Flood
control, general,” is not allowed one
dime for planning.

Unless this amendment is adopted, you
are certainly going to paralyze the ac-
tivities of the Corps of Army Engineers
and these new projects about which you
have spoken this afternoon will not have
funds for plans and specifications.
This is a reasonable amendment. It
does not necessarily affect my State be-
cause most of the flood-control funds for
my State are provided in the appropria-
tions for the lower Mississippi River and
its tributaries, and that includes plan-
ning. Iurge you to support this amend-
ment because you have provided, as I
have just stated, $5,150,000 for reclama-
tion. That covers 17 States, whereas
“Flood control, general” covers the en-
tire United States. Members of the com-
mittee, I certainly hope you will support
this amendment.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in support of the amendment.
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Mr, Chairman, on April 5, shortly after
general debate on the comprehensive bill
began, I made a statement respecting the
appropriations for civil functions and
pointed out that while personally there
were no rivers and harbors projects in
the district I represent, and there are no
general flood-control projects in my dis-
trict, I felt, in response to the requests of
many of my colleagues on both sides of
the chamber, that as chairman of the
Committee on Public Works I should
make a statement, especially respecting
planning funds.

In that statement I urged this subcom-
mittee, voluntarily reminding them that
I had generally supported them in their
bills for appropriations through the
years, to make provision for planning
both for rivers and harbors and for gen-
eral flood-control work, because in the
pending report of the committee it had
been stated that no provisions were made
for planning for rivers and harbors and
general flood control. I then called, as
I now call, attention to the language of
the paragraph of the bill under consider-
ation which is the identical language car-
1ied in the appropriation for the current
fiscal year, Public Law 355, Eighty-first
Congress, That language includes plan-
ning. The bill includes planning. Yet
the report of the committee said no funds
are included for planning. I do insist,
in all fairness to the committee and the
membership of the House, that this mat-
ter should be clarified, although the
language of the bill, if different from the
report, will control. Furthermore, I say
if this House is to allow, as they have
done in this comprehensive bill, substan-
tially $5,000,000 for planning for recla-
mation when the Interior bill carries
$297,000,000 for construction of reclama-
tion projects, there is no reason why
there should not be a provision for plan-
ning for general flood control. That is
the situation, They may have the right
to continue to plan for the projects
which are under construction without
any additional authorization, and these
funds can be used for such planning. If,
as the chairman of the subcommittee
maintains, the language of the bill
rather than the report of the committee
controls, the planning is authorized,
with no limits on the amount as there is
no limitation of the amount in the
breakdown in the report of the com-
mittee.

The paragraph on rivers and harbors
contains no language authorizing plan-
ning, and the report states that no pro-
vision is made for planning for rivers and
harbors. The bill must be amended in
the other body to provide for such plan-
ning., The pending paragraph for gen-
eral flood control authorizes and pro-
vides for planning funds. The report
states that no funds are authorized.
The distinguished gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. RaBaut], I believe, will state
before the consideration of the chapter
on civil functions is concluded, that the
language of the bill rather than the
language of the report will control. I
agree. I believe such to be the intent of
the Congress. Provision, therefore, will
be made for planning for general flood
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control, but there will be no limit on the
amount that may be used as would be
the case if the Passman amendment were
adopted. I ask for clarification, but
under the language of the bill, the funds
appropriated without any limitation as
has always been the case, may be used
for planning.

Under the terms of the bill, the appro-
priations for the Mississippi River and
tributaries and for the Sacramento River
may be used for planning. But I say to
the membership that no other projects,
emergency or otherwise, except those
embraced in this bill and that are under
construction, can be planned, without
planning funds.

I call attention to this language in the
bill. The bill itself provides for plan-
ning in this language, and I read from
page 339, line 1:

Provided, That funds appropriated herein
may be used for flood-control work on the
Salmon River in Alaska. * *

Provided further, That the funds appro-
priated herein may be used to execute de-
tailed surveys and prepare plans and specifi-
cations necessary for the construction of
flood-control projects heretofore or hereafter
authorized.

That is exactly the language that was

carried in the act for the current year
when $3,000,000, as I recall, was given in
the break-down for planning. Unless we
mean to stop all future general flood
control, unless we mean to scrap sub-
stantially the staff of experts that is now
assembled in the Corps of Engineers,
Congress should provide funds for plan-
ning. I do urge the committee, where
there has been a recommendation by the
budget for $4,000,000, to approve the
rather small appropriation—smaller
than that carried for the current year—
contained in the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr, Pass-
MmaN]. I repeat, no matter what State
or what district you represent, unless this
amendment is agreed to, or unless the
committee itself clarifies the language of
the report, that no other project in the
future, until plans have been made, can
be appropriated for.
. Keep in mind that there will remain,
after the passage of the pending bill,
authorizations for general flood control
amounting to approximately $343,000,~
000, which is substantially the amount
carried in the pending bill for general
flood control. In the general public in-
terest I think the committee would do
well definitely and in a definite amount
to appropriate for planning, thus clarify-
ing the language in the report.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I am interested in
economy, but I am interested in sound,
sensible economy.

News releases have heen carrying
many items concerning the floods in
Minnesota this spring. We have had a
very severe and very disastrous flood
condition. Aitkin County in my district
at the present time is faced with the
most severe flood in the history of that
county, Fifty thousand acres flooded,
487 miles of county and State-aid and
812 miles of those township roads are
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badly damaged. Last week a farm home
burned because the fire apparatus was
unable to get to this farmhouse, with
water all around it; yet it was impossible
to put the fire out.

The damage done to property at this
time is immeasurable, as far as mone-
tary cost is concerned.

We had a severe flood in 1948, almost
as severe as the flood we are having
this year. The cost in relief, the cost
to the Army engineers in moving people
out of the area, the cost to the State
and Federal Governments in providing
feed for the livestock and providing
housing for the people are costly. Tax-
payers’ money spent for this purpose is
expensive. Taxpayers’ money spent to
solve the situation can be a saving.

We have worked in that area for a
number of years in an attempt to re-
lieve that situation. Last year the ap-
propriation bill carried the sum of $25,-
000 for planning. This year the Bureau
of the Budget figured that $50,000 would
be needed to complete that planning,
That is a total of only $75,000 for plan-
ning, Now, will this $25,000 be lost be-
cause we do not complete the job? Will
we be faced with the possibility of de-
laying this flood-control work that is
needed in that area? The cost of the
floods in 2 years has been far more than
the cost of building this particular
project.

We can save the situation by some
sensible planning, and I appeal to you
in connection with this item of restor-
ing planning for flood control to proceed
cautiously and do some of these things
at a time when it is economical to do
them. I am sure that is what the gen-
tleman from Louisiana intended when
he talked about the item being put back.
It would make this fund include just
such projects as I have mentioned on
which some planning has already been
started. This would enable the Army
engineers to retain their experienced
technical staff to complete the work
started.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. PASSMAN. The Budget re-
quested $4,000,000 for planning under
“Flood control, general.” My amendment
provides only $2,000,000. I am coopera-
ting with the Committee on Appropria-
tions trying to effect economy. I think it
is a very sound investment. It is my
understanding, according to the lan-
guage in the bill at this time that if this
amendment is not adopted all of the
projects will have to be placed on the
shelf until at some future date the Con-
gress appropriates money for additional
plans and specifications.

Mr. MARSHALL. That is the way I
understood the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana. I am
heartily in support of it. I believe it will
help the situation. I merely want to call
the attention of the membership to the
fact that it will be a saving and an econ-
omy to proceed with this work of plan-
ning now and keep the experienced psr-
sonnel on the job.
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. EENNEDY. When the gentleman
speaks of adding $4,000,000, is that in ad-
dition to the $341,055,000 carried in the
bill?

Mr,. MARSHALL. I willlet the gentle-
man from Louisiana answer that.

Mr. PASSMAN. It merely adds
$2,000,000 for planning which will be
used for plans and specifications, not
$4,000,000. I am in hopes no amend-
ment will be offered to my amendment to
increase it to $4,000,600, for I think we
can get along very nicely on the
$2,000,000.

Mr, BROOKS. Mr, Chairman, I offer
a substitute amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BROOKS a8 &
substitute for the Passman amendment:
Page 339, line 1, strike out “$341,055,000"
and insert $345,055,000.”

Mr. BRCOKS. Mr. Chairman, I am
certainly not against the Passman
amendment, but I do believe that $4,000,-
000 is not a large amount of money for
planning. The engineers tell me they
are working on some 60 to 65 projects.
They will need this money if they are to
continue this work. I call attention to
the fact that already this portion of the
bill has been cut 25 percent, whereas the
rest of the bill has received an average
over-all cut of only 5 percent. Even if
we appropriate every cent the Budget
recommends in this chapter of the bill
we will still be cut more than 20 percent
over other chapters of the bill. There-
fore, I say to you it is going to be diffi-
cult to take 50 percent of the $4,000,000
which the Budget recommends and
divide that between 60 or 65 projects and
keep it within the allocation in such way
that the planning can be economically
carried on to completion. So I offer this
substitute to stand by the Budget recom-
mendation for planning, if for no other
purpose in the flood-control chapter,
The Budget in recommending the $4,000,-
000 recognized that the engineers badly
need this for this work.

Mr., RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on the
pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 10 minutes, 3 min-
utes to be reserved to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the reguest of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
TACKETT].

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent that the time
allowed me be given to the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. TACKETT],

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve that most of the taxpayers of this
country fully realize that flood control,
irrigation, navigation, and electric power
provided by multiple-purpose projects
are essential to the development of the
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economy of this country. This is not
money wasted, and regardless of how
strongly you may feel toward curtailing
governmental expenditures, it is abso-
lutely necessary that we go forward on
our flood-control projects if we expect to
utilize, preserve, and maintain the fine
soil that is and could be made available
to the people.

Lack of flood control upon any river
of any importance in this country is
destroying yearly billions of dollars in
property and in soil. Human suffering
should be considered in these matters.
I do sincerely feel that we should not
at this particular time say to the world:
“We are not going to have any more
planning money. The engineers are go-
ing to do nothing in the future. They
are going to sit back, and,” as the sub-
committee chairman said, “take stock
of what they have been doing in the
past and let the people’s land continue
to be washed down the river.”

I cannot feel that the Congress be-
lieves we should not appropriate plan-
ning funds so that we can go forward
with this program. I hate to mention
this, but it is the truth. I have not been
t0 strong for foreign aid since I have
come here. I campaigned on the theory
that there was some need for our “dish-
ing out” some money to help those de-
mocracies overseas that had helped us in
time of need. I still feel that way, but I
have not yet been able to justify the
enormous expenditures, knowing that a
great deal of the money is not going
where it has been intended in the foreign
program. You folks do know that a
great deal of money we have given to
those governments overseas is being used
for the very purpose that the Congress
today is being told that the people of this
country should be denied. That is ex-
actly right,

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TACKETT.
man from Iowa.

Mr. HOEVEN. Right along that line
the committee might be interested in a
weekly summary of developments in the
Economic Cooperation Administration
prepared by the Public Advisory Board
of April 7, this year, in which it is stated:

Seventeen districts in Siclly have received
a total allocation of 2,673,321,000 lire (equi-
valent to £4,277,300) to finance land reclama-
tion projects, the ECA Speclial Mission to
Italy has announced. The projects will in-
clude construction of drainage ditches and a
vast Irrigation mnetwork. Agueducts and
some country roads are to be built and work
is to be done for stream control in the area,
Including this allocation, Sicily has received
a total of 528,569,696,000 lire (equivalent to

£8,425,100) for land reclamation projects to
date.

Mr. TACKETT. Mr, Chairman,Iwant
to ask you, Can you conscientiously tell
your people: “No; you go on and be
drowned when the rains come. We are
going to give our aid to the. people
overseas?” You think it is economy and
the papers are going to say: “Lock at
those people down there. They are vot-
ing economy for a change.” Curtailment
of money for flood-control planning for
the benefit of our people is false economy.

I yield to the gentle-
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We are not allowed to question one
penny when the ECA program is under
consideration, but when we are consid-
ering the welfare of our own people, all
the newspapers rather enjoy referring
to any flood-control projects as pork-
barrel legislation. I do not give a hoot
what the newspapers say. I believe that
the floods of this country should be
curbed, and it is foolish not to curb them.
For this committee to take the arbitrary
position that the activities of the Army
engineers should be hampered is a
short-sighted proposal. The Army engi-
neers make up one of the most outstand-
ing organizations of our Government,
rendering vital services to our people.
Their program is to build, protect, main-
tain, and preserve our natural resources.
Do you think for 1 minute that the
Army engineers will not continue to
spend money in the future just as they
have in the past? You are just pro-
hibiting them from doing something
worth while, That is about what it
amounts to.

Now, gentlemen, let us be serious about
this thing. It just so happens that my
little State of Arkansas is situated on
the banks of the Mississippi. Enormous
quantities of water flow through the
State of Arkansas to the Mississippi,
thereby greatly affecting my area of the
State and portions of the States of Mis-
sissippi and Louisiana as the water flows
to the sea,

Since the north and northeastern por-
tions of the United States, along with
some other sections of our country have
been pretty well taken care of on flood-
control projects in the past, those sec-
tions should not arbitrarily decide at
this time to curtail the efforts of the
southern portions of this great country
from rendering a like service to our
people.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TACKETT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Louisiana.

Mr. PASSMAN. This particular
amendment in the sum of $2,000,000 pro-
vides for planning throughout the entire
Nation.

Mr. TACKETT. That is right. That
is exactly right. I shall vote for the
Passman amendment and I shall also
vote for the Brocks amendment, for the
simple reason that the Passman amend-
ment merely asks for half of what the
Bureau of the Budget says we should
have and the Brooks amendment is just
asking for what the Bureau of the
Budget has requested.

I want to tell you something, when we
go before the Appropriations Committee
and we do not have the Budget Bureau
with us, the committee says, “We cannot
listen to you; we cannot tolerate an un-
budgeted request; the Budget Bureau is
not with you”; but when the Bureau of
the Budget approves flood-control proj-
ects, then we are advised that the com-
mittee cannot agree with the Bureau of
the Budget. The lack of approval by the
Bureau of the Budget is used by the com-
mittee to refuse an appropriation for a
worthy project, while a budget-approved
request is denied upon the theory that
the budget is wrong.
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Truthfully, gentlemen, we are spend-
ing too much on foreign aid while allow-
ing our own natural resources to de-
teriorate. We should spend less on for-
eign aid and less for the welfare of our
own economy while balancing the bud-
get. Construction of flood-control proj-
ects is a humanitarian effort to preserve
life, property, and natural resources,
and is one of the greatest national de-
fense moves, We are willing to take our
share in appropriation cuts for economy
purposes, but surely the flood-control
projects should not take all the cut.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Rasautl.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I
would remind the last speaker that the
budget figure, I would say 99 percent of
the time, is always considered as the
ceiling figure, The Committee on Ap-
propriations has always treated it in
such a fashion. Further, I hope that no
others here will be making a comparison
about spending at home for local projects
and spending abroad for the preserva-
tion of the world and the winning of the
cold war. That has been explained so
many times on this House floor and in
the press that I do not feel it ought to
be brought in here and made another
part of this controversy today.

Now, the situation is the same here,

The House treated these projects as con--

sistently as they treated the rivers and
harbors program a few moments ago.
So often we hear the remark made, “We
are for economy, but; we are for econ-
omy, but.” Now, we are either for econ-
omy or we are not for economy; either
we forget or we remember the debt of
the United States.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT. I yield.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman
is talking about economy. It seems we
can have flood control and irrigation in
Europe but cannot have it in this coun-

try.
Mr. RABAUT. Variety of opinion:

makes a horse race.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, RABAUT. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr, TABER. Right now the “but” is
only $4,000,000; that is all.

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT, I yield to the gentle-
man from Louisiana.

Mr. PASSMAN. Is it not true that the
committee provided planning money for
reclamation, but would not allow plan-
ning money for flood control?

Mr. RABAUT. We do not have
charge of the reclamation projects, and
the gentleman knows that.

Mr. PASSMAN. I am speaking of the
Appropriations Committee.

Mr. RABAUT, All right, but do not
load me with the whole Appropriations
Committee. I have charge on the floor
of this work of the Army engineers, set
out in this particular chapter of the bill,
The other chapters of the bill are not
controlled by this subcommittee, and the
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gentleman knows it well. That is just
muddying the waters.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will
show 1its consistency again and defeat
this amendment. I ask for a vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Louisiana [Mr. Brooks] as a
substitute for the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
PassMmaN],

The substitute amendment was re-
jected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Louisiana [Mr, PassMAN].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. PAssMAN)
there were—ayes 29, noes 45.

Mr, PASSMAN. Mr, Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were refused.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer

“an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CuaTIS: On page
339, insert before the period in line 14 a
colon and the following: “Provided further,
That in the allocation for individual flood-
control projects of funds appropriated here-
in, the rate of reduction in the fiscal year
1951 budget estimates for individual flood-
control projects shall be the same for all
such projects.”

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serv% a point of order against the amend-
ment.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the chairman of the subcommittee for
withholding his point of order. I believe
he ought to accept this amendment. It
follows exactly the procedure the distin-
guished chairman brought before this
House in this same appropriation bill
last year.

The purpose of my amendment is not
to increase the amount of money appro-
priated herein. It is not to add any new
projects or any new works, My amend-
ment boils down to this: That all the
projects carried in the bill shall all be
treated alike. Frankly, I believe there
would be a better way and that would
be to first give the necessary money to
those projects that could be completed
in the next fiscal year and thus bring
protection to life and property. That
procedure has not been followed. No
such formula has been presented to the
committee. Therefore, I believe the
fairest thing to do would be to treat all
projects in all sections of the country
and in all States in the same manner.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CURTIS. I yield.

Mr. STEFAN. Under such a provi-
sion, with an equal division of the money,
the Garrison Dam and the other dam
which would be completed in 2 or 3 years
would perhaps be completed in a year or
even sooner, 50 that they could hold the
water up above the river and prevent
the disastrous floods that have occurred
around Sioux City this year.

Mr. CURTIS. That may be true. I
am not quite familiar with those proj-
ects,
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Mr. STEFAN. I am talking about
Garrison and Randall.

Mr. CURTIS. It would help all proj-
ects that have been cut more than 25
percent.

Mr, Chairman, the project I have in
mind is one on the Republican River
where they have disastrous floods and
where the loss of life on one occasion
exceeded 100 persons in a single year.
As late as 1947, 15 lives were lost on
that river.

If the Harlan County Dam were to
receive the full budget estimate, the
opening of the dam could be completed
this fiscal year, thereby holding back
these floodwaters and protecting the
lives and property of the people there.
That project, even though it is near com-
pletion, has been cut 33 percent, Oth-
er projects have been cut a mere token
2 percent or 5 percent or 10 percent.
There is no reason that can be offered as
to why some projects should receive a
punitive cut and others little or no cut
at all. I sincerely hope this amendment
can be adopted. It merely provides
that the same percentage cut shall apply
to all streams and all States and all sec-
tions of the country. It is in the inter-
est of sound and orderly procedure. I
think it is fair. In the absence of any
systematic working out of a plan where-
by a project nearing completion might
have sufficient funds for its completion,
I think that we should treat them all
alike.

The Bureau of the Budget recom-
mended $18,000,000 for the Harlan
County Dam. If that amount had been
provided in the bill the opening of the
dam could have been closed in this next
fiscal year. This hill carries the sum of
$12,000,000 for this project. Should a
flood of the proportions of some of our
past floods occur on the Republican
River, much of the work already in,
might be destroyed. It should also be
pointed out that by delaying the comple-
tion of this dam a year there will be an
added estimated cost to the administra-
tive expense of a quarter of a million
dollars. My amendment, while not in-
creasing the total amount for all flood
control would make one and one-half
million more dollars available for the
Harlan County Dam.

Mr. Chairman, may I also take this
occasion to comment upon the Red
Willow Dam to be built in the Republi-
can River. This is one of the five tribu-
tary dams which was authorized in the
Flood Control Act of 1944 for construc-
tion by either the Army engineers or the
Bureau of Reclamation. By interdepart-
mental agreement it has been de-
cided that the Army should build it. It
is not a new and separate project. It
would be a part of the Frenchman-Cam-
bridge project now under construction
by the Bureau of Reclamation. The Red
‘Willow Dam is very necessary to protect
the irrigation works now being built in
the Republican Valley from disastrous
floods. There have been times that the
floodwaters from the Red Willow have
caused damage in the valley of the main
stream of the river as far down as Ox-
ford, Nebr, It is hoped that this work
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can be approved by the Bureau of the
Budget and that funds can be provided
to get this important part of the French-
man-Cambridge project under way.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CurTIs].

I fail to see where a point of order
should lie against the amendment. It
appeals to me as an amendment that is
very much in keeping with the rules of
the House. Amendments of like nature
have been adopted by this House on
numerous occasions in the past. So I
hope the gentleman’'s point of order will
not be sustained.

T agree with what the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Curtis] has said about
the project in his district. All up and
down the Missouri River Valley in our
section of that great valley, we have just
experienced another terrific annual flood
that washed out agricultural levees no
end, the floodwaters pouring down on us
from that huge watershed upstream
broke tlLrough and flooded hundreds of
thousands of acres of the finest land that
lies out of doors. I can assure you, my
colleagues, that the people of my district,
like the people of every district in the
Missouri Valley, especially in the lower
reaches, are not shouting for joy because
of the action taken by this committee,
which has reduced the request of the Bu-
reau of the Budget for flood control in
the neighborhood of 28 percent. The
Democratic leadership of the Interior
Department Subcommittee also saw fit,
against my wishes, to take 10 percent
off of the budget request for the Missouri
Valley, while at the same time they
scarcely touched any of the other recla-
mation projects. It seems we are to be
used as a sort of whipping boy in that
valley, and we do not like it especially
in light of the fact that the spending
party in power are demanding billions to
spend for all kinds of worthless things.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JENSEN. I yield.

Mr, STEFAN. It does seem to me
that the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Courtis] is a
fair one; that it does not increase the
appropriation but equalizes the amount.
I feel that what the gentleman is saying
will really mean that these emergency
dams, such as Garrison, and others, will
be given a little more speed so that they
may be finished in order to hold back
the water so that we do not continually
get these disastrous floods.

Mr. JENSEN. Right. Every Member
of Congress wants to be fair. I feel sure
if he or she are permitted to vote their
own convictions they would support this
amendment. The laws of our land are
based on common sense and fairness.
When a law goes beyond that, that law
soon falls flat or at least that used to be
the case when we operated on a square-
deal basis. This amendment certainly is
based on fairness and equality of treat-
ment to the people affected in this bill.

So I hope the gentleman’s amendment
will be adopted.

Mr. Chairman, I talked to Colonel Pot-
ter, of the Army engineers, just a few
minutes ago, and he tells me there is yet
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thousands of acres of land under water
in my district even though the high flood
crest has passed and which will not drain
off until outlet ditches are dug. It is
going to take a lot of the farmers’ own
dollars to get that water off the land in
order to put it into crops this year.
Many acres will not be cultivated this
crop year because of the fact the farmers
cannot get the water off of that land in
time to put in the crops.

The only assistance the United States
Army Engineers can give those farmers
is to help repair and rebuild those levees.
Where they have drainage districts
established and a request is made to the
Army engineers for the rebuilding of
those levees, the engineers have only the
authority to repair them, to put them
back in the same shape they were kefore
the flood; but they have no authority to
enlarge, or strengthen, or heighten the
levees which were built by the people
themselves. The money provided in this

bill is to build strong permanent levees.

to hold future floodwaters off this valu-
able farm land.

Mr. Chairman, I want to read intc the
Reconp the justifications for agricultural
levees on the Missouri River from Sioux
City to the mouth which appears on
pages 247 to 249 of the hearings. The
budget request was for $7,000,000, the
committee reduced it to $5,000,000. Also
I want to read into the Reconrp the hear-
ings on the Little Sioux flood-control
project. For the Little Sioux the Bureau
of the Budget requested $500,000. The
committee cut this right square in half.
Certainly we are not treating the people
of the Missouri Valley fairly and equita-
bly in those instances.

In all fairness, this amendment should
be adopted. Please give us a square deal.
LITTLE SIOUX RIVER, IOWA

Mr. EErr. Item No. 42 is Little Sioux River,
Iowa. Total estimated Federal cost, $4,100,-
000; allotments to date, $572,100; tentative
allocation for fiscal year 1951, $500,000; addi-
tional to complete after fiscal year 1951,
$3,027,900; 1950 appropriation, $372,100.

Colonel PorTer. Little Sioux River is in the
Missouri Basin on the Iowa side. This is a
project we are asking €500,000 for, to con-
tinue channel work.

Mr. RaeauT. You have quite a few floods
there, it says here.

Colonel PoTTER. Floodwaters come down
out of the hills. A lot of farms are up on
the hills, sir, and then they extend down to
this very broad flat land that goes down to
the river. It is a cooperative project, be-
tween ourselves and the Soll Conservation
Service. They are doing the upstream work
and we are seeing that the water gets down
the river without damage.

Major floods have occurred on this river
16 times since 1851,

Mr, TaBer. May I ask, have you got a com-
plete record of them?

Colonel ForTer. Yes, sir; we have,

Mr. Taser, How much have you obligated?

Mr. BousQuUET. $456,900; and that is sched-
uled for obligation in March.

FALL RIVER RESERVOIR, KANS.

Mr. Taeer. Is it not completed now?

Colonel PorTer. It has been in operation
slnce it was dedicated last fall. Governor
Carlson came to the dedication.

Mr. TaBer. And they are golng to put in a
crane for operation?

Colonel PorTeR. $23,000 to complete pur-
chase of a crane for gate operation and §17,-
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000 for construction of facilities for reser-
voir management and public use.

Mr. Taser. How much of an uncbligated
balance have you got?

Mr. BousQuer. $489,C00, sir.

Mr. TasER. It is all gone?

Colonel PorTER. It is all scheduled for ob-
ligation this fiscal year, sir. 4

Mr. Eerr. Fall River Reservoir, that does
not call for anything; that is continued.

HUTCHINSON, AREANSAS RIVER, KANS,

Now, the next one Is No, 44, Hutchinson,
Arkansas River, Kans., total estimated Fed-
eral cost, $3,080,000; allotments to date,
$1,480,000; tentative allocation for fiscal year
1951, §7650,000; additional to complete after
fiscal year 1951, $870,000; 1950 appropriation,
none.

You are requesting $760,000. Justify that,
Colonel.

Colonel Porrer. This $750,000 will finish
lot II of the project, except for relocations.,
We propose to use it as follows: Earthwork,
$325,900; relocations, $424,100.

I might bring out for the record that the
floods of 1920 and 1941 caused estimated
damages of $2,500,000 and §2,000,000, respec=
tively.

This s a project where considerable time
elapsed in the loecal interests getting to-
gether. We believe that it is all straightened
out now.

Mr. Taper. How much is unobligated?

Mr. Bousquer. #859,000 as of November 30.

Mr. Taser. When is that scheduled?

Mr. BousqQueT. That is scheduled for obll-
gation in Jenuary and May; $500,000 in Jan-
uary, and $354,000 in May.

Mr, Taser. That will pretty near finish it;
won't it?

Mr. BovsqueT. That will just about take
care of our unobligated balance.

Mr. TApER. How will it finish the job?

Mr. BousqUET. The contract on which we
are obligating $500,000 in January, is going to
cost us $3868,000. And £522,000 is the esti-
mated cost of the work obligated in May.
They will be continuing contracts,

Mr. TaBer. Well, that $750,000 will finish it.

Colonel PoTTerR. It will require #870,000
more after 1951 to finish the entire project.

KANSAS CITYS, MO. AND KANS,

Mr. EErR, Item No. 45, Eansas Cltys, Mo,
and Eans., total estimated Federal cost, $41,-
380,000; allotments to date, $24,912,100; ten-
tative allocation for fiscal year 1951, $7,000,-
000; additional to complete after fiscal year
1951, $9,476,900; 1850 appropriation, &5,
000,000.

You are requesting §7,000,000 more for
1951 fiscal. What do you have to say about
that?

Mr. Taper. How much?

Mr. BousQuer. January of 1950, $525,000.
And December of 1949, $1,873,000.

Mr. Eerr. What about the account obli-
gated for December 1949?

Mr. BousqueT. Our latest records are as of
the 30th of November, sir. About the fif-
teenth or sixteenth of this month we should
be getting our figures for December.

Colonel PoTTER. It takes about 10 or 15 days
for those reports to come in after the end of
the month, Judge.

MISSOURI RIVER AGRICULTURAL LEVEES, BIOUX
CITY, IOWA, TO THE MOUTH

Mr. Kerr. Item No. 46, “Missouri River
agricultural levees Bioux City, Iowa, to the
mouth." Total estimated Federal cost, $119,-
700,000; allotments to date, $21,622,700; ten=
tative allocation for fiscal year 1951, $7,000,-
000; additional to complete after fiscal year
1951, #91,077,300; 1950 appropriations,
$5,052,700.

Colonel, what have you to say in justifica-
tion?

Colonel PorrER. The entire project's scheme
is made up of over 100 separate levee units
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roughly corresponding to the levee organiza-
tions that presently exist along this river.

The river is subject to flood, and the en-
tire valley is subject to flood, I would say,
once out of every 3 or 4 years.

To protect themselves on a valley which
ranges up to 5 miles wide, the local people
ha‘[ve formed together into drainage and levee
units.

Based on the 1941 and 1944 Flood Control
Acts, we have worked together with these
local units in forming Federal flood-protec-
tlon projects, several of which are under way
at the present time.

The moneys we are requesting this year will
provide for the continuation of levee units
already under construction, the alteration of
highways and bridges, and the completion of
some of the units already under construction.

Mr. Tager. How many acres would be pro-
tected by this protection?

Colonel FoTTER. About a million and a half
acres, sir; 50 communities; and the flood of
1947 caused damages of $65,000,000 in this
particular stretch of the river.

The people are constantly faced with this
threat, and I have seen them plant, be
flooded, replant, and be flooded out again.

Mr. Taser, What is your unobligated bal-
ance there?

Mr. BovsqueT. The unobligated balance on
November 30, 1949, was $5,548,400. And that
is scheduled for obligation in December, Jan-
uary, February, March, and April.

Colonel Porrer. Each one of these units, or
a part of the unit, will be advertised as a
separate contract.

Mr. Kerr. Without objection, we will put
pages 464, 465, 466, and 467 in the record.

(The pages referred to are as follows:)

“Justification of estimate
“Item No. 48, Missourl River
agricultural levees Sloux City,

Iowa, to the mouth:

Total estimated Federal
[ ) A BB e i $119, 700, 000

Allotments to date- ... 21, 622, 700
Tentative allocation for

fiscal year 1951 o ——--- 7, 000, 000
Additional to complete

after fiscal year 1951.... 91,077, 300

*1950 appropriation: $5,952,700.

“Authorization: 1941 and 1944 Flood Con-
trol Acts.

“Location and description: The project
consists of a series of levees and appurtenant
works along both sides of the Missouri River
from Sioux City, Iowa, to the mouth, for the
protection of agricultural lands and small
communities against flioods.

“Status: Construction of unit I-575 levees
has been completed. Raising and alteration
of C. B. & Q. Rallroad Plum Creek Bridge
(unit L-575) has been completed. Raising
and alteration of the C. B. & Q. Railroad
Nishnabotna River Bridge (unit L-575) is 12
percent complete and will be about 50 percent
complete on June 30, 1850. Construction of
underseepage facllities for unit L-576 are 25
percent complete and will be 80 percent com-
plete on June 30, 1950, Construction of unit
R-562 levees, Buck Creek drainage structure
and alterations to the C. B. & Q. Railroad in
connection with unit R-662 have been com-
pleted. Construction of underseepage facili-
ties for unit R-562 are 2 percent complete and
will be 75 percent complete on June 30, 1950.
Construction of unit I-561, sectlon 1 (Nish-
nabotna River) levees, has been completed,
Construction of unit I-561, sections 2 and 3
and unit I-550, section 1 (Nishnabotna River
and High Creek) levees, 1s 80 percent complete
and will be completed by June 30, 1950. Con-
struction of unit L-550, sections 10 to 12
(Rock Creek) levees, 18 80 percent complete
and will be about 60 percent complete June
80, 1950. A continuing contract has been
awarded for unit L-550, section 20 (Rock
Creek) levees and construction will be about
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25 percent complete June 30, 1950. A con-
tract for raising and altering the C. B. & Q.
Railroad High Creek Bridge (L—561) has been
negotiated and work will be completed by
June 30, 1950. Construction of unit R-573
levees is B0 percent complete and will be com-
pleted by June 30, 1850. A contract has been
initiated for alterations to the C. B. & Q. Rall-
road tracks mear Minersville, Nebr, (unit R~
573), and work will be 80 percent complete
by June 30, 1950, Construction of unit IL-
627-624 levees is 80 percent complete and will
be completed by June 30, 1950. A contract
has been initiated for raising and altering
the Wabash Railroad Mosquito Creek Bridge
{unit L-627-624) and work will be completed
by June 30, 1950. Construction of unit R-
548, sections 1 to 4 (Missourl River) levees is
10 percent complete and will be 40 percent
complete June 30, 1950. A contract for alter-
ations to the C. B. & Q. Railroad tracks In
connection with unit R-548 has been In-
itiated and work will be completed by June
80, 1950. Continuing contracts will be
awarded for construction of levees for unit
1614, section 1, unit L-5386, section 1, unit
1614, section 2, unit L-550, sections 2 to 9,
and unit L-550, sections 13 to 18, and work
under each of these contracts will be about
30 percent complete June 30, 1950. Continu-
ing contracts will be initiated for ralsing and
altering the C. B. & Q. Railroad Mosquito
Creek Bridge (unit 1-627-624) and the C. B,
& Q. Railroad Rock Creek Bridge (unit 1-550)
and work under these contracts will be 40
and 45 percent complete, respectively, by
June 30, 1850. The construction of levees in
units R—513-512 (secs. I and II), 1488, 1476,
I-488-443, and R—440 is under way by con-
tinuing contracts. Levees for units L—448
and 1448443 will be completed during fiscal
year 1950 and levees in units R-513-512 (secs.
I and IT), I-476, and R—440 will be about 84
percent complete by June 30, 1950. The con-
struction of levees in units R-513-512 (sec.
II1), R-500, 1487, R—482, and L—400 will be
initiated by continuing contracts and from
33 to 67 percent of the work completed by the
end of fiscal year 1850. The raising of one
rallroad and three county highway bridges in
unit 5-513-512, a State highway bridge In
unit L-497, and a railroad and a State high-
way bridge in unit L—400 will be initiated and
partially completed by the end of fiscal year
1950. The project as a whole was 7 percent
complete on June 30, 1949, and will be about
18 percent complete by June 30, 1950.
“Proposed operations, fiscal year 1951:
Funds are needed in fiscal year 1951 for con-
tinuation of construction of the project. The
allocation of $7,000,000 will be utilized as fol-
lows: $110,000 to complete continuing con-
tract for alterations to C. B. & Q. Mosquito
Creek Bridge (unit 1-627-624); $340,000 to
complete construction of unit L-550, sections
2 to 9 levees; $410,000 to complete construe-
tion of unit L-550, sections 13 to 19 levees;
$180,000 to complete unit L-550, section 20
levees; $360,000 to complete unit 1-614, sec-
tion 1 levees; $200,000 to complete unit L-614,
section 2 levees; $180,000 to complete unit
L-536, section 1 levees; $160,000 to initiate
construction of unit I-614, section 3 levees;
$150,000 to Initlate construction of unit L-
536, section 2 levees; $150,000 to initiate con-
struction of unit R-548, Little Nemaha sec-
tion levees; 170,000 to initiate construction
of underseepage facilities for unit L-627-624;
$190,000 to initiate construction of under-
seepage facilities for unit L-561-550; $150,000
to initiate construction of underseepage fa-
cilities for unit R-573; $100,000 to initiate
construction of unit R-580 levees; and $150,~
000 to initiate construction of unit R-652
levees; $3,450,600 to complete continuing con-
tracts for construction of levees in unit R—
513-512, R-500, 1497, R-482, 1476, R-440,
and L-400; raising of a railroad and
three highway bridges in unit R-513-512;
raising a highway bridge in unit L-497, and
ralsing a rallroad and a highway bridge In
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unit L-400; and $549,400 to initiate construe-
tion by continuing contract of underseepage
facilities for wunits L—488 and L-—448-443.
With the expenditure of the allocation of
$7,000,000 for fiscal year 1951, the project will
be carried to 24 percent completion.

“Work remaining to complete after fiscal
year 1951: After the expenditure of $7,000,~
000 for fiscal year 1951, funds would be
needed to complete construction on units in
progress during fiscal year 1951 and to con-
struct the remaining units located on the
Missouri River between Sioux City and the

‘mouth,

“Justification: The agricultural levee proj-
ect is a part of the comprehensive plan for
improvement for flood control and other pur-
poses in the Missourl River Basin. The plan
will provide complete protection to agricul-
tural lands and small communities in the
Missourl River Valley against destructive
floods. Approximately 1,500,000 acres of land
and 50 small communities of 100 or more
population between Sioux City, Iowa, and
the mouth of the Missouri River will benefit
from the flood-protection works to be con-
structed under this project. It is estimated
that property losses, crop losses, and other
damages along the main stem of the Mis-
sourl River between Sioux City and the
mouth have amounted to approximately
$140,000,000 in the past several years. The
severe flooding in 1947 caused damages of
$65,000,000 in this reach. In view of the
constant threat of recurrence of these dis-
astrous floods, it is essential that funds be
provided to continue the levee program as
scheduled. The allocation of 7,000,000 is
the minimum amount necessary to continue
the work as scheduled and provide for the
early completion of the more urgently needed
protection.”

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I now
make the point of order against the
amendment and desire to be heard.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
pleased to hear the gentleman from
Michigan on the point of order.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the re-
port contains recommendations and per-
suasions on the Army engineers as to
the individual projects. The committee
recommendation is not mandatory. This
amendment would make such allocations
mandatory. It is clearly legislation and
imposes additional duties on the agency
in question. The language in the bill is
that which is mandatory upon the engi-
neers, not the language in the report.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule.

The gentleman from Nebraska has of-
fered an amendment which has been re-
ported. The gentleman from Michigan
makes a point of order against the
amendment and has presented the
grounds for his point of order.

The Chair has examined the amend-
ment and is of the opinion that the
amendment seeks to apply a uniform
rule for the reduction of funds provided
in the bill with respect to all flood-con-
trol projects covered and is of the further
opinion that the amendment is in order,
and therefore overrules the point of
order.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment end in 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no ojection.

Mr. RABAUT, Mr.Chairman—e=
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Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from New York,

Mr. TABER. Is it not a fact that in
arriving at the size of appropriation the
committee took into consideration the
unobligated balances that were available
for the project and the speed with which
the engineers had indicated that they
might act? Is not that the fact?

Mr, RABAUT. The gentleman is ab-
solutely right. This amendment seeks
to make engineers out of Congress. The
Congress last year left discretion over
percentage cuts in the hands of the en-
gineers. There is a vast difference be-
tween that and what this amendment
proposes. If we wish to make engineers
out of the Members of Congress and
to set these cuts in this body, that is
one thing. If we want to leave this
discretionary power for the engineers,
that is quite another thing. I prefer
to leave it with the engineers.

On that basis, Mr. Chairman, I oppose
the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. CurTIiS].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks at this point in the REcorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chai;—-
man, I arise in support and to speak in
favor of that portion of the appropria-
tion bill (H. R. 7786) which includes an
item of $5,000,000 for the ceniral and
southern Florida flood-control project.

I believe if there is one meritorious
appropriation contained in this bill it is
this appropriation for this project. 1
say this for many and various reasons
among which are the following:

First, this appropriation will be the
means of the completion of the levees
and dikes in the Everglades area which
will prevent not only the damage and
destruction to property but will be the
means of saving human lives. I know
of no comparable area in the country
which has been afflicted with three suc-
cessive years of floods—aggravated by
storms of hurricane force. Such floods
struck my area in 1047, 1948, and most
recently in August of 1949. I may state
that the storm in August 1949 would have
perhaps been the most destructive of life
and property but for the fact that the
Federal levees around Lake Okeechobee
withstood their most severe test and pre-
vented overflow of the lake into the pop-
ulous upper Everglades area. The work
on this project will ultimately give us a
high degree of flood protection and water
control and will largely eliminate the
burden of successive flood losses which
threaten the orderly development of
southern Florida.

Second. Bzcause I believe that this
project which is a joint venture by the
Federal Government and the State and
people of Florida, is an outstanding ex-
ample of how the State and Federal
authorities can operate in the control
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and conservation of water and land re-
sources. This project is significant to
the entire Nation and not alone to my
State.

Third. This Federal project is one of
primary importance to the entire State
of Florida and its progressive accom-
plishment is essential to an orderly de-
velopment of about one-third of the
State which is dependent upon water
control for its very existence. I cannot
stress upon you too greatly the im-
portance that construction of this proj-
ect proceed as rapidly as possible, Every
vear of delay means another year of flood
losses, and disruption of our economy.
Furthermore the nature of the project
and the close interrelation of its various
elements, are such that they should be
accomplished progressively and rapidly.
Otherwise the protectior afforded by one
element of construction may tend to ag-
gravate flood damages in another unpro-
tected section, This hazard during con-
struction is present in most flood-control
projects, but the vast area covered by
the project for southern Florida, the uni-
formly level terrain, and the exposure
of this area to hurricane-driven floods,
meake it particularly applicable to this
case.

Fourth. I urge this appropriation for
continuing this project because of my
personal familiarity with the need for
this work. The Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict, which I represent, includes six
counties which are wholly or in part
within this project area, and a large part
of the improvement will be located with-
in my district. I know from first-hand
experience, and from the experience of
thousands of my constituents, of the tre-
mendous difficulties which they have ex-
perienced in developing southern Florida
in the face of recurring periods of floods
and drought; and I am convinced that
this project is essential to their welfare
and progress.

Briefly, the accomplishments of the
improvement will be as follows:

First, it will afford flood protection to
the highly developed urban and farming
areas along the east coast and south of
Lake Okeechobee. The first phase of
the plan of improvement which has been
authorized, will give the most urgently
needed part of this protection. Subse-
quent phases, if authorized by Congress,
will protect additional areas.

Second, the entire plan of improve-
ment, when ultimately constructed, will
benefit over 2,000,000 acres of agricul-
tural land by removing the flood hazard
and by affording improved water con-
trol in wet and dry perieds. This will
include over 700,000 acres of fertile new
lands which will be made suitable for
agricultural development. Without this
water control, thousands of acres of this
muckland will be lost forever by burning.

Third, the plan of improvement, by
conserving floodwaters in parts of the
Everglades which are not suitable for
agricultural use, will improve water sup-
plies along the east coast of Florida, and
in the Caloosahatchee Valley on the west,
where the encroachment of salt water is
threatening the very existence of the
cities and towns and adjacent farming
operations,
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Fourth, the conservation areas in their
natural state will afford unexcelled
refuges and breeding grounds for fish
and wildlife of many kinds, and provide
a large incidental benefit of kboth com-
mercial and recreational value. The
Fish and Wildlife Service of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture has approved the
plan from this conservation standpoint.

May I say to the members of the Com-
mittee that the sum of $7,500,000 was in-
cluded and recommended in the Presi-
dent’s budget estimate for this project;
however, the Subcommittee on Civil
Functions Appropriation reduced the
recommendation of the President to $5,-
000,000 and it is this sum that I am re-
questing and pleading be approved in
this bill. The quickest way we can get
something done to make our people se-
cure against the scourge of floods is too
slow. Another flood this coming year
will undoubtedly cause damages many
times the amount of this appropriation.
While I would like to see a much larger
appropriation because I know from ex-
perience how urgently protection is
needed, however, I realize that you must
consider other desirable and needed
projects and that there are definite
limits on appropriations. :

I earnestly urge, however, that this
sum of $5,000,000 for continuation of this
urgently needed work, which is truly a
joint venture of the Federal Government
and the people of Florida, be approved by
this Committee and then by the House of
Representatives.

In conclusion, I most urgently request
and most sincerely appeal that you ap-
prove the sum of $5,000,000 which has
been recommended by the subcommittee,

Mr. FULTCN. Mr, Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 339, line 9, strike out "$341,-
055,000 and insert “$343,000,000.”

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment increases the amount appro-
priated by this bill for flood confrol from
$541,055,000 to $343,000,000. It raises
the amount authorized by this appropri-
ation bill almost the sum of $2,000,000
in order to take care of the budget
amount originally put in for the Cone-
maugh Dam in the Ohio River Valley,
which is a flood-control dam. The
amount of increase is just less than $2,-
000,000. I have made the amendment
in an odd amount because there had
previously been an amendment put in
of exactly $2,000,000 for another pur-
pose, the general flood-control study.

The Bureau of the Budget estimate
for this year had approved the sum of
$9,000,000 flood-control funds for the
continuing of the 1951 construction of
the Conemaugh Dam, which is 65 miles
up the river from Pittsburgh. The cut-
ting of this amount from $9,000,000 to
$7,000,000 will reduce the amount by
approximately 20 to 25 percant and, of
course, will increase the time that it
will take to complete this dam,

This dam is not a new structure. It
has been under construction from 1946
through 1950; $26,715,000 has been ap-
propriated through varicus bills up to
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1950, leaving the balance of the cost of
constructing this dam, $17,484,700.

The question is, first, whether it will
be more costly or less costly to reduce
this appropriation amount at this time.
Because the dam is now in course of con-
struetion, it will be most costly, because
the present structures which are built,
the engineering facilities and the equip-
ment which are now there, cannot be
used for the purpose for which they are
assembled, and will be moved out into
accessible areas for other work if feasible.

Consequently, I have today asked the
Army engineers of the Department of
Defense whether the reduction in funds
will cause a delay in the actual construc-
tion of the dam. Their office has assured
me today that the delay in initiation of
clearing up operations and relocations
would delay the completion of the project
by 1 year, with possible damages to low
lines, highways, and utilities not yet ac-
quired necessary to the impoundment of
floodwaters. The following was the
statement of Mr. Harry Cohen, of the
Army engineers, to my office this

- afternoon:

The reductior in funds will defer the clear-
ing of the reservoir area, the relocations of
Indiana branch of the Pennsylvania Rail-
road, and certaln partial payments for crop
damage, and reduce the allocation of funds
to land acquisition and relocation of high-
ways and utilities in the reservoir area. Re-
duction of funds allocated to land acqui-
gitlon and relocation of highways and utili-
ties will not permit sufficlent progress on
these items to keep pace with the construc-
tion program on the dam.

Delay in initiation of clearing operations
and relocations would delay completion of
the project by 1 year with possible damages
to low lying highways and utilities not yet
acquired as a result of the impoundment of
floodwaters by the partially completed dam.

You may ask me, “FuLTON, are you
talking just for Pittsburgh?” No; I am
not; I am talking for the defense of the
country, because you will remember in
1936 we, in the Pittsburgh area, had a
flood that covered the complete down-
town area and the whole industrial area
along the Ohio, the Monongahela, and
the Allegzheny Rivers, with inundation
clear down the river to Cincinnati. The
water in Pittsburgh was up as high as the
tops of the street cars, and it took us 6
months in that industrial area to re-
cover. We, in America, constantly hear
of the threat of Russia. If we run the
risk on one more year’s flood in the Ohio,
the Monongahela and the Allegheny
River Basin, as well as in the Mississippi
Valley, you will find that we might beat a
terrible disadvantage should world war
ITI break out. I feel that if the Army
engineers say that the risk of one more
flood in this great industrial area will
be incurred by cutting simply $2,000,000
from this bill, that we had better, for
the defense of the country, not do it.
For example, the amount of water held
back by this one dam is, in floodtime,
one-half the amount going over Niagara
Falls, so, it is a tremendous dam that is
going to hold back the floods that have
already once wiped out one of our main
towns in Pennsylvania, Johnstown, and,
I believe, killed 3,000 people when the
previous dam broke,
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Under those circumstances, for the
defense of the country, it is no small
matter. It is not just a local matter that
involves one industrial area. I do not
believe that anyone on the floor or in
the committee can refute the state-
ment of the Army engineers that this
will cause a 1-year delay in the construc-
tion of this large project, simply by try-
ing to save $2,000,000 in appropriations
during the current year that will have
to be put out anyway within the next
year or two. We must expeditiously
complete the remaining work to be done
on the dam, anyhow.

The total cost of the dam is $44,200,000.
The lack of this small amount will cause
a great danger to the defense of the
country, as well as endanger the pro-
ductivity of the heart of this industrial
center of the Nation.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on the
pending amendment close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. CorBETT].

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment my colleague from Pennsyl-
vania has offered is really worthy of con-
siderable attention. I know it has been
the mood and the temper of the Com-
mittee to turn down all these amend-
ments, but sometimes we come to one
that is extraordinarily important. The
Conemaugh Dam is not located in the
districts of either of us. It is located to
the north of the city of Pittsburgh. If
you will recall, in 1936, when the great
flood paralyzed the industrial heart of
the United States, there was inaugurated
there a program of withholding and im-
pounding the floodwaters of the Monon-
gahela, the Allegheny, and the Ohio
Rivers. That program is now well on its
way to completion. I know that many
of you have read that because that pro-
gram is on its way to completion Pitts-
burgh has become one of the boom cities
of the Nation. Currently, that great
city is building dozens of skyscrapers.
New industries are moving in along the
waterways. New transportation faeili-
ties are being stretched across the State
to it.

If this appropriation is cut by $2,000,-
000 it will create a gamble of 1 year on

" the weather. This big dam will cut the

possible maximum flood level by some
5% feet in the city of Pittsburgh. As my
colleague pointed out, it will give that
great steel-producing center and muni-
tions-producing center a degree of safety
which is, I believe, much more vital than
many of the things we are currently do-
ing for defense.

We know that the ultimate cost of the
project will be increased if the dam is
not finished with economic speed. So I
say to the Committee that I do wish you
would give this amendment very serious
consideration. "

The amount of funds involved is cmall
and the need is great. If we can get this
dam finished on time, the Nation will be
safer. The prosperity of one of its great-
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est income-producing areas will bpe
safer. I can assure you that in the long
run it will pay dividends to the United
States of America to have this dam fin-
ished on time.

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, CORBETT. 1 yield.

Mr. FULTON. I think it should be
pointed out in relation to this investment
of $2,000,000 that the Pittsburgh area
pays its share by paying over a billion
dollars every year in. Federal income
taxes.

Mr. CORBETT. I not only thank the
gentleman for his contribution, but I
wish to point out also the completion
of this dam is going to mean the comple-
tion of the fiood protection of the Pitts-
burg area. There are presently no other
projects in their flood-control scheme
being pushed by either the city or the
area. So I do hope you will consider this
amendment and support it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Rasavur].

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment on the Conemaugh River
Reservcir, as introduced by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, seeks to in-
crease the amount by $1,845,000, The
budget allowed $9,000,000 afid the com-
mittee cut it to $7,000,000. The reason
for the cut and the reason for the action
of the committee, I think, will even sat-
isfy the gentleman from Pennsylvania.
We found they had an unexpended or
unobligated balance of $4,337,200. That
was in November. In December they
had practically $2,600,000. So this sum,
added to the $7,000,000 takes us up to
a figure above the $9,000,000 which was
approved by the budget. I think there
is very little room here for complaint
as to the action of the committee.

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RABAUT. I yield.

Mr. CORBETT. The statement that
the gentleman made there might stand
some correction. The funds which he
says are not obligated, I take it to mean
that such funds have not been ear-
marked and set aside and actually put
under contract; is that correct?

Mr. RABAUT. Yes. That is what we
understand.

Mr. CORBETT. Here is the difficulty
with reference to that. Inthe impound-
ing of the floodwaters there has to be
certain reallocations of railroads, utility
lines, public highways, and the like. It
is right there that the delay is. It is
true that the money has not yet been
contracted, but they cannot go ahead
and impound the water until they have
made these reallocations.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I am
sorry I cannot yield further to the gen-
tleman, since the time has been limited
by the action of the committee.

Mr. CORBETT. I appreciate that,

M. Chairman.

Mr. RABAUT. But they have in ex-
cess of $9,000,000. They have $7,000,000
from the committee, $2,000,000 as a car-
ry-over, and the sum I referred to as two-
million-six-hundred-thousand-odd dol-
lars actually is $2,589,800. which makes a
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total of nine million and practically
six hundred thousand dollars. Mr.
Chairman, I ask that the amendment
be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr, FoLtonl.

The amendment was defeated.

Mr. NOLAND, Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Norawp: On
page 339, line 1, strike out "“$341,055,000"
and insert *“$341,655,000, of which $500,000
shall be exclusively available for the flood
wall at Vincennes, Ind.”

Mr., NOLAND. Mr. Chairman, the
only reason that I presume upon the
time of the House al this late hour in
the afterncon is because in January of
this year the lives of 25,000 people in the
town of Vincennes were severely jeop-
ardized from a tremendous flood in the
Wabash River. I might say at this time
that I plead guilly to being a member
of the economy cut faction. I will al-
ways be against economy when stacked
up against human life. The $257,000,-
000,000 debt mentioned was incurred be-
cause it was thought in time of war it
was proper to spend money instead of
wasting lives. That is where we are on
some of these emergency flood-control
projects. To my mind, this is one of the
most important projects in the Mid-
west, and it is entitled to highest priori-
ty. The seriousness of the recent crisis
at Vincennes, Ind., has been attested to
by the Corps of Engineers, and their rep-
resentatives have stated that this is one
of the most necessary flood-control items
in the entire Midwest. Past Con-
gresses have already appropriated $90,-
000,000 for plans and specifications, so
this project is ready to go, as soon as suf-
ficient construction funds are allocated.

In January of this year the city of
Vincennes experienced a flood -crisis.
This makes the second time that this
entire city has been in extreme danger
of being flooded. Previously, in 1943, e
city was in great danger and had it not
been for 3,500 soldiers sent from Camp
Atterbury to fight the flood, the city
would probably have been inundated at
that time.

In January of this year a second crisis
of similar proportions was experienced.
One thousand soldiers from Fort Knox
spent approximately 3 weeks in Knox
County under the direction of the Louis-
ville district engineer fighting a flood
crest which topped the existing flood
wall,

Mr. DENTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield

Mr, NOLAND. I yield.

Mr. DENTON. I have a telegram
from Governor Schricker, of Indiana,
who is not in favor of pork-barrel leg-
islation and who has the reputation of
being very economical. Here is what he
says:

Understand you are to appear before the
Budget Director on Monday with respect to
an added appropriation for the Vincennes
flood-wall project. This is the most impor-
tant item from the standpoint of Federal
assistance in Indiana teday. The next flood
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could easlly represent the loss of millions of
dollars. It was saved only this time by the
heroic efforts of the military forces and the
men, women, and children of the commu-
nity. This 15 a most critical situation and
deserves precedence over many other proj-
ects. I want to support your efforts with
my strongest possible recommendation.
HENRY F. SCHRICKER,
Governor.

I may say I live directly south of Vin-
cennes and the people of my district are
especially interested in this project, be-
cause, if Vincennes is inundated, all com-
munications to the north and east are
cut off. It would cut off all traffic on the
main roads south from Chicago.

I am supporting the gentleman's
amendment.

Mr. NOLAND. I think that is very
important, and I would like to say that
I went to Vincennes to see the concrete
flood wall there. It is an actual fact
that it is about a 12-inch concrete wall,
and there are cracks in that wall as big
as your hand. The engineers went in
there and sandbagged the cracks. They
built a secondary sandbag levee 45 feet
behind it. Asa matter of fact, the waters
of the Wabash actually topped the PWA-
built concrete wall, and the only way
they stopped it was by putting a frame
box extension on top of the concrete wall
and filling it with mud. The water actu-
ally went several inches above the top of
that wall. Itisa real crisis there. It looks
like we will be able to escape a flood this
spring, but those are things that will be
repeated. The strange thing about it
is that the Bureau of the Budget is will-
ing to recommend millions of dollars to
repair these agricultural flood levees.
The situation at Vincennes is that the
agricultural levees, both on the Indiana
and the Illinois side, protect those farm
lands, and they funnel the water right
down to Vincennes where it forms a bot-
tleneck. The only thing that saved the
city was because the levee broke way up
above Vincennes on the Indiana side,
and directly across the river at Law-
renceville, IIl. Go back in there with
engineers, rebuild those levee walls, form
the funnel, and Vincennes will be en-
dangered again in another flood crisis.
For that reason I believe that the men,
women, and children, who got out and
filled sandbags in this last flood ecrisis
are entitled to some Federal help to pro-
tect their cities.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
amendment end in 8 minutes, the last
three to be reserved to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection,

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Chairman, I live
north of Vincennes, but I was born and
raised south of Vincennes. I have seen
the floods down the Wabash and the Ohio
Rivers, and I have seen homes washed
away. Iremember in 1937 I had to have
a police escort to get to my father's home,
with no communications intact, before
I could find out whether or not their
home had been washed down the river,

I believe in economy, but I am not op-
posed to investing money to save lives,
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I assume that although we are called
upon to spend $13,500,000,000 for defense
in this country that life is going to go on,
and it is a part of the progress of this
country to protect those people.

I suppose this amendment is not going
to have much chance of passing—like
all the rest of the amendments that have
been offered here this afternoon. It re-
minds me of what the judge said along
about the middle of the morning; after
holding court for a couple of hours he
threatened to clear the courtroom unless
he had order, that he had had to send
six men to the penitentiary and had not
heard a word of the evidence.

But I want to say this to you, Mr.
Chairman; this is the one point I want to
make: $300,000 was spent at Vincennes,
Ind., in January of this year to build
up a sandbag wall to keep Vincennes
from being washed down river. We are
asking for $500,000 to increase the height
of the wall, to make it permanent. Be-
fore another 12 months roll around you
may have to spend another $300,000 to
build up a sandbag wall to save the city.

Is that not a question of being penny-
wise and pound-foolish? I respect the
Bureau of the Budget, but that is not a
sufficient answer to me.

In conclusion, let me say that neither
is it a sufficient answer to the people
who live in Knox County, Ind., espe-
cially when last year this Congress was
called upon to vote and did vote over my
protest, if you remember, six times this
amount to subsidize what they call Free-
dom Fair here in Washington. Now,
most of those Knox County people down
there who live under that flood wall are
not going to come to Washington to en-
joy that celebration, but they are going to
help pay for it whether they are washed
down the Wabash River or not. This is
$5600,000 to start making permanently
safe Vincennes. Remember, you spent
$300,000 in January of this year to save
the city. I hope that this will be the one
amendment where this House shows that
the representatives oi the people are
making the determination, and not the
Bureau of the Budget. This is a meri-
torious amendment. I appeal to my col-
leagues to support it on behalf of those
people down on the Wabash River.

Mr., RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pending amend-
ment.

The injection of the words “Freedom
Fair” into this discussion is very much
like talking about Eurcpe. We are to-
day talking about Uncle Sam’s pocket-
book and our necessities, just how much
screening is necessary so that we may
continue to go along and take care of
the huge problems that we in the Eighty-
first Congress find upon our doorstep.

I want to particularly compliment the
three gentlemen from Indiana, all of
whom appeared in justification of this
project before the committee, Mr. No-
LAND, Mr. DenTON, and Mr. Jacoss.
Their constituents may well be proud of
them. But we cannot differentiate in
these projects.

This project is in the same category as
any other unbudgeted project this year.
There is no need for us to dwell upon
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the argument of an unbudgeted project.
We have had that up several times to-
day; so with the same argument I pre-
sented before I ask that the amendment
be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. NoLanpl,

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. NorLanp) there
were—ayes 11, noes 42.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. RABAUT, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
paragraph and all amendments thereto
close in 15 minutes, the last 5 minutes
to be reserved to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to allot 2 minutes of
the committee’s time to the gentleman
from Idaho [Mr. WHITE].

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

“ There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
WaiTE].

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, WaiITE of Idaho:
On page 330, after line 14, insert a new para-
graph, as follows:

“Lewiston-Clarkston, Idaho and Washing-
ton; for the initiation of construction on the
Lewlston-Clarkston project, authorized in
the River and Harbor Act of March 2, 1945
(Public Law 14, 79th Cong.), $1,000,000.

Mr. EERR. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment
on the ground it calls for a reclamation
project and is not germane.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman withhold his point of
order?

Mr. KERR. Yes; I withhold it.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chair-

man, recently this Congress was called
upon to appropriate $25,000,000 not for
flood control, but to repair flood damages
on the Columbia River in the Northwest.
This committee has slaughtered the
Army engineers flood-control program
on the Columbia River in bringing in
this bill. We are getting practically no
consideration at all in the Northwest.
" The Army engineers, in recognition of
the danger of floods at Lewiston re-
quested an appropriation in the budget
submitted this year of $1,000,000 for
planning and initial construction on this
project. The Bureau of the Budget, fail-
ing to understand the urgent need for
flood protection at Lewiston, cut the item
to $25,000 for planning only, and the
House committee has struck out all
planning projects.

So that you may know how urgent and
important this project is, I am going to
read a letter to the Committee, addressed
to me, from General Pick, of the Army
engineers, and also a letter to Senator
DworsHAKR, who kindly gave me a copy,
and I ask your support in restoring the
item to the appropriation bill:
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. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY,
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS,
Washington, October 28, 1949,
Hon. ComproN I. WHITE,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

DEeAr Mr. WHITE: Reference Is made to your
letter of October 20, 1949, enclosing a com-
munication from Mr, William P. Hughes, city
engineer of Lewiston, Idaho, concerning the
availability of funds for the strengthening of
the North Lewiston dike.

As you may recall, the River and Harbor
Act of 1945 authorized a project for naviga-
tion and other purposes on the Snake River,
which Included, among other items, the re-
construction and strengthening of the levees
and flood walls on both banks of the Clear-
water River and on the right bank of the
8nake River at Lewiston. To date, however,
no funds have been appropriated by Con-
gress for this work, and we are unable to
initiate the authorized construction until
the necessary funds are appropriated for
that purpose.

The Corps of Engineers fully recognizes the
importance of the authorized levee rehabili-
tation work at Lewiston and the benefits that
will be realized upon completion of that con-
struction. Accordingly, you may be assured
that we are prepared to initiate the work
promptly when the necessary funds are ap-
propriated by Congress for that purpose. In
this connection, I may mention also that
when hearings on the President's budget re-
quest for fiscal year 1961 are held by the
Appropriations Committee of Congress we
will be prepared to answer any questions the
committee members may ask concerning the
funds required for the construction of these
flood-protection works at Lewiston.

I trust that this information will be suffi-
clent for your present purposes. In the
event, however, I can be of any further as-
sistance to you in this connection, please do
not hesitate to call on me,

Sincerely yours,
LEwis A. PIcx,
Major General,
Chief of Engineers.

During the limited time at my dis-
posal, Mr. Chairman, I am unable to pre-
sent all of the facts, but I want to say
to you that this project has been author-
ized, and you will find it on page 13 of
Public Law 14, approved March 2, 1945;
and when the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. Kerr] presses his point of
order, I will be prepared to meet it.

I would like to also read a letter from
the Chief of Engineers to Senator Dwor-
sHAK under date of November 3, 1948:

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY,
OrFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS,
Washington, November 3, 1948,
Hon. HENRY C. DWORSHAK,
- United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SeNaTOR DworsHAK: Further refer-
ence is made to your letter of August 30, 1948,
and its accompanying enclosures from Mr,
William P. Hughes, city engineer at Lewis-
ton, concerning the construction of dikes at
Lewlston, Idaho. By letter of September 1,
1948, you were advised that Col. Theron D.
Weaver, the division englneer of the North
Pacific Division, was requested to submit a
report thereon, which has now been received,
based on information furnished by Col. O. E,
Walsh, the district engineer at Portland, Oreg,

As you know, the River and Harbor Act of
March 2, 1945, authorized the modification
of the Federal project for the Snake River in
general accordance with a plan contained in
House Document 704, Seventy-fifth Congress,
This authorization provides for construction
of such dams as are necessary and open chan-
nel improvement between the mouth of the

6675

river and Lewiston, Idaho, for purposes of
slack-water barges navigation, Irrigation,
and power development. The plan of im-
provement now developed consists of four
dams with high-1ift locks to overcome a dif-
ferential in elevation of 375 feet between the
Columbia River and Lewiston, fish-passing
facilities, and hydroelectric installations.
The dam sltes tentatively selected are lo-
cated 10, 45, 72, and 113 miles, respectively,
above the mouth of the Snake River. To
date no river and harbor funds have been
appropriated by Congress with which to con-
struct this authorized project.

The levees that local interests are desirous
of having constructed at this fime are an
integral part of the ultimate plan for the
development of the lower Snake River and
are required in connection with the proposed
Lower Granite Dam, the uppermost of the
four dams to be constructed between Lewis-
ton and the mouth of the river. This dam,
which is scheduled to be the last of the four
dams to be constructed, will create a naviga-
ble pool extending to the vicinities of Lewis-
ton and Clarkston. As the normal pool of
the reservoir will be approximately 10 feet
above ordinary low water at the confluence
of the Snake and Clearwater Rivers, levees at
this locality have been included in the
approved plan.

The levee plan consists essentially of three
units, of which one would be located on the
Snake River adjacent to the city of Clarkston,
and two would be located on the Snake and
Clearwater Rivers, adjacent to the city of
Lewiston. These levees, which normally
would be constructed concurrently with the
dam, are primarily intended to prevent such
additional damage as the existence of the
lower Granite pool might cause during major
floods. These levees would also provide con-
tinuocus protection against all natural stream
flow conditions up to the designed flood stage.
It is this latter protection that is now de-
sired by local Interests, In the interim before
the construction of the lower Granite Dam,
On the basis of the present price levels the
probable cost of the proposed levees is esti-
mated to be $1,200,000.

As indicated above, the initiation of con-
struction of this authorized Federal project
1s dependent upon the appropriation of the
neceesary construction funds therefor by
Congress, and the early construction of the
levees in the vicinity of Lewiston would re-
quire a specific appropriation of funds by
Congress for that purpose. You may be as-
sured that prompt measures will be taken
toward accomplishing the desired levee pro-
tection as soon as the required funds are
made available.

Sincerely yours,
R. A. WHEELER,
Lieutenant General,
Chief of Engineers,

Copy to North Pacific division, Portland

district.

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I with-
draw my point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Rasavut].

Mr. RABAUT. Mr, Chairman, I do
not wish to take the time of the House
at this late hour. I ask for a vote on the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Idaho [Mr. WHITE],

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WHrITE of Idaho:
On page 339, before the period in line 14, In-
sert a colon and the following: “Provided,
further. That there is hereby appropriated an
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additional sum of $750,000 for flood control
work at Bonners Ferry, Idaho."”

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
both the committee and the Bureau of
the Budget have made a very serious
mistake in striking this item from the
-appropriation bill.

We have in north Idaho a beautiful,
productive valley known as the Kootenai
Valley in Boundary County. It sur-
rounds the county seat of Bonners Ferry.
Many years ago the people on their own
initiative organized drainage districts,
bonded themselves, and raised the
money for flood protection, and built
what you call levees in the South but
are called dikes in our country, and diked
out 13 drainage districts in this beautiful
productive valley of the Kootenai, where
they raise as much as 80 bushels of wheat
to the acre.

In 1934 extra high water broke through
most of these dikes and the Government
incurred a very heavy expense in re-
habilifating the dikes and refinancing
the people on the land. Only 2 years
ago the floods came in and broke the
dikes and flooded the drainage districts
and the town of Bonners Ferry again.
The Army engineers who came to the
rescue of the town and the districts
spent a large amount of this emergency
appropriation of $25,000,000 to rehabili-
tate the dikes, strengthen them, and pra-
tect the town of Bonners Ferry.

Now the Bureau of the Budget comes
out with the proposition that as long
as they are going to build a flood-control
dam at Libby upstream the repair of
these dikes will be only an interim proj-
ect, and will not be needed after the
Libby Dam is built, and so appropriation
for flood protection of Bonners Ferry and
drainage districts was stricken from the
bill. But who knows when the Libhy
Dam is going to be built? It may be 15
or 20 years, and in the meantime the
town of Bonners Ferry and the beauti-
ful farmland of the Kootenai Valley will
be left at the mercy of the floods of the
Kootenai River and the Kootenai Valley
may be destroyed.

It is my contention that both the
Bureau of the Budget and the Appropri-
ations Committee made a very serious
mistake in taking this item out of the
program of the Army engineers to com-
plete a work that is so well begun and
means so much to north Idaho and the
welfare of the country, particularly of
the transcontinental railroads that serve
that district. That valley is crossed by
the main line of the Great Northern
Railroad and also a branch of the Ca-
nadian Pacific, the Spokane & Interna-
tional.

It is my contention that this amend-
ment should be adopted and this item
should be restored to the bill. The town
of Bonners Ferry should be protected just
as was intended by the Army engineers
in putting this item in the program. I
ask the gentleman from Michigan to
accept the amendment, and I hope that
if he ever gets his assignment changed
he will take over the ECA and give the
people of America a little protection when
it comes to economy.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for the compliment. This
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is an unbudgeted item. The same. rea-
sons that have been advanced before
against unbudgeted items apply here, I
ask for a vote.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Idaho. .

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
HarRis],

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, in pro-
viding for flood control we are strength-
ening the economy of our country, and
it cannot be considered an out-of-pocket
cost that offers no return. If was pri-
marily this recognition that caused the
Federal Government to assume respon-
sibility of flood control.

By providing economic projects in
flood-control programs we preserve the
soil of our Nation. Until a compara-
tively few years ago the soil of this
Nation was being depleted to an unrea-
sonable and incredible extent. Therefore,
flood control and secil conservation, to-
gether with power development, go hand
in hand in preserving and strengthen-
ing the economy of America.

It is recognized that flood-control proj-
ects usually require years from the time
of first recognition from an engineering
standpoint is given until its completion
as an actual reality. It is well recog-
nized that it will require years and years
of consideration and action to complete
even a minimum flood-control program.
It, therefore, becomes necessary to ap-
proach these projects as it is finally de-
cided to have the least possible impact
on our budget from year to year as we
build to strengthen our future economy.
In parceling out the funds for projects,
I think attention should be given to those
that would give the greatest immediate
return and the most justifiable relief and
protection.

There are several projects in our State
under construction; some of which are
highly important to my own district.

I wish to call attention to a few of
these that have particular significance
and importance in my part of the State.
This in no way minimizes the importance
of others that affect our State or other
sections and States of our great country.

BLAEELY MOUNTAIN

Blakely Mountain project was author-
ized a few years ago as a multiple pur-
pose project, power dam, and flood con-
trol reservoir. The total estimated ulti-
mate cost to complete the project will be
approximately $31,000,000. Already we
have provided almost $7,000,000 toward
this projeet and it is now well under con-
struction.

This appropriation carries an addi-
tional $2,500,000. This will provide suf-
ficient funds to carry on this year's con-
struction that this project may get
pretty well along toward ultimate com-
pletion.

This project is important to our area
because it is a main reservoir to control
the upper waters of the Ouachifa River
which traverse the heart of my district.
It, together with other projects when
ultimately completed will furnish the
fiood-control protection that will inure
to the benefit of that whole area, and
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thus as a small segment to the economy
of our country.

NARROWS RESERVOIR

The Narrows project likewise just
above my district also provides protec-
tion to the Ouachita watershed. It is
on the upper Little Missouri River, which
is a tributary of the Ouachita and will
contain the water out of the mountains
in the upper part of that stream, adding
to protection of our people below where
floods frequently occur.

The Narrows project was authorized in
the Flood Control Act of 1941,

I am proud of the fact to have also
had some part in the authorization and
providing funds for this project. It is,
however, a small project with an ulti-
mate total cost of $13,500,000. Already
more than half of the funds have been
made available to complete this proj-
ect.

In this bill an additional $1,500,000 is
provided which will mean that with this
year, the project will be 75 or 80 per-
cent complete. This, too, is a multiple
purpose project providing benefits for
both hydroelectric power and flood con-
trol. Y

OZAN CREEEK, CHANNEL CLEARANCE

In connection with the Narrows Reser-
voir project, there was authorized some
$58,000 for the channel clearance of
Ozan Creek in Hempstead County.

Out of the funds made available here,
Mr. Chairman, I am going to insist that
$53,700 be used and the engineers enter
int-(é a contract for this work to pro-
ceed.

This is a small project but there is
no project in the bill that is more jus-
tifiable and to which there is a greater
responsibility of the Government. The
engineers included this as a part of their
request to the budget. The budget re-
duced the amount for the entire proj-
ect. There is some question that this
might be a new project but notwith-
standing this viewpoint by some, it can-
not be considered anything except a part
of the Narrows project because it is in
the same area.

There are only approximately 12 miles
of channel clearance but this 12 milcs
is important in that it provides an out-
let of three forks of Ozan Creek, and
in as fine alluvial soil as there is in the
Nation.

Four thousand three hundred dollars
has already been allotted and the plan-
ning completed, and only $53,700 is
needed to do this work.

The reason I insist on this, Mr. Chair-
man, is because it was in this area the
Federal Government took over some
€0,000 acres which it used during the war
as a testing area for ammunition. The
heart of this county then went for war
purposes, affecting seriously the economy
of the county.

After the war the Government aban-
doned the area and after a long contin-
uous fight, we got it returned to produc-
tion, giving the people the opportunity of
reclaiming this land in order that it may
again be returned to agriculture.

Private interests before it was taken
over had consiructed their own private
canals for drainage. By road beds and
other obstruction, the Government in
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utilizing it for war purposes has practi-
cally destroyed the drainage and outlet
that private interests had previously, at
their own expense, provided to drain
this area,

These three channels come together,
providing an outlet for the water and it
is necessary to channel these 12 miles to
let this water get out.

I submit to you in all fairness and in
justice to those people this should be
done and I believe will be done during
this fiscal year.

The members of this committee indi-
cated to me a year ago that as this prop-
erty was just being returned to produc-
tion they would endeavor to include it
this year.

The engineers have made their re-
quest recognizing its importance and
made a statement to the committee on it,
I have obtained the complete break-
down on the Narrows project and there
is every justification that this amount of
funds can be used for this channel clear-
ance a few miles below. This "can be
done by using $53,700 of the $1,500,000
in this bill for the Narrows Reservoir
and Little Missouri River project. I
have discussed it with the engineers and
I am fully confident that it would not
greatly interfere with the progress of
the dam and reservoir, It would provide
immediate relief to the people in the
area of these three forks of Ozan Creek,
by only requiring the channeling of this
12 miles.

OUACHITA RIVER

These projects are part of the compre-
hensive plan of the Cuachita River pro-
gram giving protection to the watershed
which covers many thousands of acres.

A few days ago the Congress author-
ized the entire program, which when
completed will be as fine and complete a
flood-control program, including power
and navigation as there will be found
anywhere in the country.

In this additional authorization to
complete the program for which appro-
priations will be made in the future, $21,-
300,000 was authorized. Though the
total funds required to complete the
project is estimated to be a little more
than $36,000,000, the entire project was
approved, but deferring a reservoir and
a large measure of the navigation costs.

DEGRAY DAM AND RESERVOIR

The Congress provided this authoriza-
tion $18,950,000 for DeGray multiple-
purpose dam and reservoir on the Caddo
River above Arkadelphia in Clark
County. This is below Blakely Mountain
by several miles and will provide an im-
portant reservoir as part of this com-
prehensive program.

BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW

For the Bayou Bartholomew project in
Ashley County and Louisiana, there was
authorized $1,520,000 which will give
drainage to a highly important agricul-
tural area. There were other smaller
projects authorized adding to this ulti-
mate program of flood control protec-
tion. Though the Murfreeshoro Reser-
voir was approved, the $2,500,000 re-
quired was deferred pending the devel-
cp:ng of these other projects first.
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NINE-FOOT CHA® 'NEL

There is at present a 6!%-foof naviga-
tion channel on the OQuachita River up as
far as Camden, Ark. Funds in this ap-
propriation are being made available to
continue the necessary dredging which
was started from funds made available
during this fiscal year to make this a
612 foot channel all the year.

The Congress authorizing a 9-foot
channel by Ilengthening the existing
locks to 525 feet and deepening them to
accommodate 9-foot draft navigation,
providing for channel realinement, cut-
offs, and so forth, will add to the eco-
nomic benefits of the area and provide
navigation outlet to the Gulf of Mexico.
Though there will be much time re-
quired, in fact, it will be years complet-
ing this program, we feel substantial
progress has been made and this entire
project well under way from which not
only the people in the area but the Gov-
ernment will start receiving benefits and
returns from the investment.

BAYOU MACON-TENSAS RIVER

A few years ago the people of south-
east Arkansas were constantly flooded
by what was then known as the fuse-plug
in the levee on the west bank of the
Mississippi. After long and careful con-
sideration, the Congress closed the fuse-
plug and provided levee protection on
this side of the river as it had previously
provided on the east side. If was
thought that this would provide needed
protection for this area in Chicot, Desha
and other counties.

Many drainage districts had been con-
structed by local interests. It developed
that the drainage was not adequate and
the Congress authorized in the act of
1946, the Bayou Macon and Tensas
drainage program, extending this pro-
gram up from the confluence of these
rivers in Louisiana.

For 3 years, we have been working to-
ward obtaining sufficient appropriations
to carry out this authorization to pro-
vide this needed relief.

The entire project is a large one, cov-
ering an area of 3,000,000 acres. There
are some 750 miles of streams to be en-
larged and improved, all at an estimated
cost of more than $20,000,600.

Thus far during the last 2 years the
Congress has appropriated $4.235,000;
all of this, and necessarily so, must go to
the lower end of the project in Louisiana
and as the project progresses upstream,
it will provide relief for the Arkansas part
of the project.

To my consternation and great dismay,
there is only $725,000 in this bill to carry
forward this program. I understand
this was the amount the engineers rec-
ommended within ceiling of the budget.
This will bring the work up to the junc-
tion of Bayou Lafourche and Tensas
River. As I understand, this will com-
plete the lower cutlet and then the work
will proceed with greater expedition as
the funds are made available.

In that the lower end will be opened up,
it will be my intention to insist that the
Army engineers utilize a greater portion
of the funds we appropriate each year
for the lower Mississippi area, of which
this is a part, in order that this drainage
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program may proceed .at a much faster
rate.
RED RIVER LEVEES—BANK STABILIZATION

Finally, Mr. Chairman, in this appro=
priation bill, $590,000 is provided for
levess and bank stabilization below Den-
ison Dam on Red River in Arkansas,
Texas, and Louisiana. The Red River
levee and bank stabilization program is a
highly important one to our area and
well under way. Over two and one-half
million cCollars has been appropriated
and utilized for bank stabilization, levee
and bayou program. With this, the total
project would be a little less than half
completed. The committee has been
very considerate in providing these funds
as indicated could be used in carrying
forward this program. The people in
Hempstead and Lafayette Counties in my
district, in Miller County, and the entire
southwestern part of our State are anx-
iously awaiting the completion of this
program, which will give protection to a
fine and prosperous agricultural area.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the
distinguished gentleman from Arkansas
has been very, very interested in this
project. He has spoken to me on ever
so many occasions and I know he has
spoken to the distinguished gentleman
from North Carolina, Judge Kerr, about
it on several occasions and as a result
the judge and I have had several con-
ferences about the project. Both the
Army engineers and the budget regard
this project as a new project. It is un-
budgeted.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? <

Mr. RABAUT. 1 yield.

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to say
personally I talked to the engineers and
they do not regard it as a new project.
That is what they told me, even though
the budget marked it out when it was
sent here. The Army engineers made a
request for it to the budget and the bud-
get sent to the Congress a reduced
amount from what was requested by the
Army engineers, and the committee if-
self has reduced that amount by about
$250,000.

Mr. RABAUT. May I say to my dis-
tinguished friend, a member of our staff
has had a contact with the budget on
this particular project and the informa-
tion brought back to us is that they do
regard it as a new project. Now, that
is the information which we received,
and it resulted really from the great
work that the gentleman placed upon
me with his continual questioning of
me as to how it was going to be handled.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the courtesy of the members of
the committee and I do want to apolo-
gize for bothering them about this. But
I do feel the Government, even though
it is » small project, has a responsibility
for what it did during the war. The
Army engineers advised me they do not
consider it a new project. It is part
of the whole area.

If this could be worked out without
increasing the amount of funds to be
used for this purpose it would be very
helpful if the gentleman and his col-
league on the committee would help me
to work it ocut.
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Mr. RABAUT. I can say for myself
that I have every confidence in the abil-
ity of the Army engineers to select pro-
jects. If they see fit to cooperate with
the gentleman, certainly there will be
no complaint coming from me.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The pro forma amendment was with-
drawn.

The Clerk concluded the reading of
the chapter,

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
Mr. McCormack having assumed the
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr,
CooPER, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
H. R. 7786, had come to no resolution
thereon.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. VELDE (at the request of Mr,
WIGGLESWORTH) was given permission to
address the House on tomorrow for 30
minutes, following the legislative pro-
gram and any other special orders here-
tofore entered.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. ALLEN of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 15 minutes today at the con-
clusion of the legislative program and
any special orders heretofore entered.

Mr. CANFIELD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 10
minutes today following the legislative
program and any special orders hereto-
fore entered.

Mr. CHUDOFF (at the request of Mr,
MANSFIELD) was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 30 minutes on to-
morrov:, following the legislative pro-
gram and any special orders heretofore
entered.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 11
o'cloek a. m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Montana?

There was no objection.

COMMITTEE ON RULES

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Rules may have until midnight to-
night to file a report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Montana?

There was no objection.

COMPETITION FROM CZECHOSLOVAKIAN
FOOTWEAR

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts., Mr.
Speaker, in lieu of the special order that
I have for tonight, I ask unanimous con-
sent to address the House for one-half
minute, to revise and extend my remarks,
and include a letter.
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The SPEAEER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr,
Speaker, the New England Shoe and
Leather Association have written me that
an investigation being made by the Com-
missioner of Customs and the fact that
the Commissioner has also ordered a sub-
stantial increase in the bonds required
of importers of Czechoslovakian shoes is
already having a beneficial effect for the
New England shoe industry.

The letter from Mr. Maxwell Field, ex-
ecutive vice president of the New Eng-
land Shoe and Leather Association reads
as follows:

NEW ENGLAND SHOE AND
LEATHER ASSOCIATION,
Boston, Mass., May 4, 1950.
Hon. EpITH Nourse ROGERS,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgs. RoGERs: We are happy to advise
that the Commissloner of Customs has or-
dered an investigation, requested by our
Assocliation, of-current imports of Czecho-
slovakian-made women's shoes. This inves-
tigation will determine whether these shoes
are being sold in violation of the Antidump-
ing Act of 1921, as claimed by our association.

The Commiesioner has also ordered a sub-
stantial increase In the bonds which the
importer i5 required to post on all such
future imports. In the opinion of many
members of our association, this require-
ment of additional bonds will go far to
deter further imports of these shoes from
Czechoslovakia.

Your personal assistance in communicat-
ing with both the Treasury and State Depart-
ments on this vital matter was most helpful
in securing such favorable and prompt action
by. the Commissioner of Customs. Our asso-
ciatlon members are deeply appreciative of
your cooperation and support.

With kindest personal regards,

Sincerely yours,
Frevp,
Ezecutive Vice President.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. DoNpEro] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

ADMINISTRATION ENCOURAGES
COMMUNISM

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I was
not present at the recent dinners ad-
dressed by the President and Secretary of
State Dean Acheson. Therefore I did not
hear their statements about the charges
made by Senator McCARTHY concerning
Reds in the State Department. . These
charges are currently being aired before
a Senate investigating committee,

I did read the newspaper accounts of
the speeches made by the President and
the Secretary of State. They both con-
stituted blanket denials of Communist
infiltration in the State Department and
other departments of the Government.
The denials were unsupported by any-
thing more than demagogic intimations
that, if any criminality exists, it must be
on the part of Senator McCARTHY.

This, it was said, because he is seek-
ing to destroy the confidence of the
American people in our Government and
its foreign office at a time of international
emergency.
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It should be apparent to anyone that
Senator McCartrY, far from seeking to
destroy any confidence, is seeking to cor-
rect a scandalous situation which has al-
ready destroyed the confidence of many
Americans; not in our Government but
in those who are now in control of the
Government, including the Department
of State.

Senator McCarTHY is seeking in the
only way possible to restore that confi-
dence in any degree. That only way is
to clean out of our Government the
Reds and fellow travelers for whom the
New Deal and Fair Deal administrations
alone are responsible.

I know something personally whereof
I speak. It may be recalled that it was
only at my insistence that you have con-
tinued to hear about the notorious Amer-
asia case.

By this time many of you must know
how frantically the administration and
the State Department fought to protect
six persons arrested by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation on charges of
stealing hundreds of documents, many
of them top secret, involving national
security, from the State, War, and Navy
Departments. You may recalil that the
handling of this case shocked even sup-
porters of the administration.

In that case, the remarkable efforts of
the FBI were deliberately and wantonly
nullified. Through the connivance of
leading officials of the Justice and State
Departments, in the Amerasia case, trai=-
tors within our Government were given
protection and absolution.

In his speech, before the Federal Bar
Association, the President suggested that
Communists are a small minority in the
United States, harmless though noisy.
He suggested that our only real danger
from communism comes from outside.
He asserted that no Communists are now
working for the Government; or working,
rather, for the Eremlin within the Amer-
ican Government. He asserted also that
his loyalty-screening program is com-
pletely successful.

If these statements by the President
are true, then how did it happen that
this harmless Communist minority,
through one of its cells in our Govern-
ment, stole hundreds of documents from
the State, War, and Navy Departments?
They did so; no one can deny it. It has
been proved in a Federal court that they
did so. How does it happen, too, that
members of another Communist cell in
our Government stole the secrets of the
atom bomb and gave them to the masters
of the Kremlin?

If the President’s loyalty-screening
program is so successful, how is it that
George Shaw Wheeler thrice was cleared
by Government loyalty boards? All of
you must know that only a few weeks
ago Wheeler sought refuge in Czecho-
slovakia, behind the iron curtain, say-
ing that he did so in order to escape the
gestapo methods of the American occu-
pation government in eastern Germany.
During the years when Wheeler was a
trusted, policy-making official of the oc-
cupation government, in the employ of
our own Defense Department, I stood on
this floor to protest, pointing out
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Wheeler’s record. His conduct since then
has amply confirmed and corroborated
my charges, for which I was vilified by
administration supporters at the time.

The President declared that Senator
McCarTHY was an asset of the Kremlin.
If the Senator’s effort to rid the Govern-
ment of those who have infiltrated the
Federal payroll to wreck the Nation is
an asset to Russia, then how much
greater asset is the President who has
belittled the efforts of a congressional
committee doing the same, by calling it a
red herring, and issuing an order deny-
ing the right of the commitiee to ex-
amine the files of Government employees
suspected of disloyalty.

Such statements and action by the
President not only shielded and pro-
tected those who would destroy our Gov-
ernment but, consciously or uncon-
sciously, actually encouraged them to
greater efforts in their treasonable worlk,
How the Kremlin must have laughed
when it learned how the President of the
United States was playing into its hands,

Secretary of State Acheson told the
American Society of Newspaper Editors
that the attacks by Senator McCarTHY
on the State Department are a filthy
business. He had the cheek to tell the
editors he stood before them to clear
away some of the trash. Of course a
cleanup such as Senator McCarTHY seeks
is a filthy job. But where is the filth?
In the United States Senate, or in the
Department of State?

John E. Peurifoy told the Senate in-
vestigating committee that the Depart-
ment has fired in recent months nearly
a hundred moral perverts—bad security
risks, all of them, because of vulnerahil-
ity to blackmail—and nearly 200 Com-
munists or Communist sympathizers.
Does this sound as if there is no dirty
business in the State Department? If
there is any trash to be cleared away,
perhaps it consists of many who hold
confidential jobs in the Department.

Both the President and Dean Acheson
made a great point in their speeches of
the assertion that the State Department
new employs no disloyal persons what-
soever. It is to be supposed, then, that
they are so naive as to believe that
espionage agents like Alger Hiss ever
are found alone. Almost anybody would
know hetter than that. No man can op-
erate an espionage system alone. And
now that I am on the subject of Alger
Hiss, I would like to ask a question, one
that perhaps has been asked here before.

Have the President and Secretary
Acheson ever considered the deadly
parallel between the Hiss case and tho:.»
now before the Senate investigating
committee? In all of these cases, the
statute of limitations has run. Hiss
would be a free man today, if he had
not perjured himself in an attempt to
preserve his career. Possibly Truman,
Acheson and company have considered
this parallel. Perhaps that is the reason
for the present frenzied campaign of
denials,

Pending now before the Rules Com-
mittee is my resolution which would au-
thorize a bipartisan committee to reopen
and thoroughly investigate the Amerasia
case. Authorization of this committee,
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I believe, would mean that justice at long
last would be meted out to those who
seek the downfall of our Government.
The proof of the President’s sincerity
would lie in the reopening of the Amer-
asia case.

The SPEAEER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the Houss, the gentle-
man from California [Mr. HoLiFIgLD] is
recognized for 20 minutes.

SPECIAL INTERESTS MAY WRECK HOOVER
COMMISSION PROPOSALS

Mr. HOLIFIELD, Mr. Speaker, the
people of this country, by and large, en-
dorse the objectives of the Hoover Com-
mission. Not a day goes by but that some
Member receives a letter from a con-
stituent urging speedy action on the rec-
ommendations propesed by that distin-
guished group of public-spirited citizens
who comprised the Commission on Or-
ganization of the Executive Branch of
the Government. Every individual
knows from his own experience and con-
tact with Government agencies that
there is room for improvement in the
working of Government. Every taxpayer
rightly insists that he should get full
value for his tax dollar.

Efficiency and economy have become
watchwords of the American people.
They recognize that to meet the difficult
problems of the atomic age, our demo-
cratic Government must be sound and
strong and efficiently organized.

The Hoover Commission set out with a
mandate from Congress to study our
complex Government machinery and to
make recommendations for overhauling
it. Agencies and functions were to be re-
grouped by major purpose to reduce their
number, to eliminate overlap and dupli-
cation wherever possible; in short, to
make the structure of Government more
compact and coherent and more amena-
ble to effective management by the Chief
Executive. Within each department and
agency, lines of authority and account-
ability were to be clearly drawn, center=
ing full authority and responsibility in
the Executive head and allowing him to
delegate to subordinates. Adequate staff
assistance was to be provided and the
management activities of Government
improved and strengthened.

These broad objectives were laudable,
commanding support and approval, not
only by the people, but by the Congress
and the administration. The Congress
established the legal framework for the
exercise of Presidential initiative in
Government reorganization by passing
the Reorganization Act of 1949. Other
vital reorganization bills were passed,
holding forth the real promise of large
savings. Prominent among these enact-
ments were the military unification law
and the law establishing the General
Services Administration, As chairman
of the Subcommittee on Executive and
Legislative Reorganization, I have been
privileged to take an active part in the
legislative work on reorganization.

The President, for his own part,
promptly directed the departments and
agencies of the executive branch fo
search out and put into operation every
possible administrative improvement.
He appointed an eminent committee of
citizens to advise him on administrative
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management and to keep watch on re-
organization progress in the executive
branch. One series of reorganization
plans was submitted to the Congress by
the President last year and another se-
ries is pending before us now.

Experts in public administration say
that we have accomplished more in the
past year by way of Government reor-
ganization than in any like period in all
our history, Mr. Hoover himself, while
pointing out that the job of Government
reorganization cannot be done overnight,
that it is a long-term process, has said
recently that the progress made by this
Congress and administration to date is
“truly astonishing.” President Truman
estimated in his message accompanying
the 21 reorganization plans of 1950 that
approval of these plans will bring us to
the half-way mark in carrying out the
Hoover C-mmission recommendations.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are witnessing
a most strange and peculiar event, The
President’s reorganization plans, sub-
mitted in good faith and with serious
regard for the objectives sought by the
Hoover Commission, are being assailed
from every quarter ¢” the business com-
munity. One group opposes one plan;
another group opposes another plan.
The loud lip service for the Hoover Com-
mission report in general has changed
into loud lip noises against the Hoover
Commission reports in particular, Many
of those organizations who so dutifully
went on record in support of the Hoover
Commission report are now finding rea-
sons—at least their Washington lobbyists
and spokesmen are finding reasons—why
one or another of the President’s reor-
ganization plans should be opposed and
rejected.

The American Bankers’ Association
has undertaken a grass-roots campaign
to work up opposition to Reorganization
Plan No. 1. The organized bankers do
not like this plan because they do not
have faith in the administrative super-
vision that some future Secretary of the
Treasury might exercise over the Office of
Comptroller of the Currency. I say
“future Secretary” because, in this in-
stance, Secretary of the Treasury Snyder
shares the views of the banking com-
munity. He has joined then in express-
ing opposition to Reorganization Plan
No. 1, ignoring the judgment of his own
Chief Executive and the Director of the
Budget.

The patent lawyers of this country do
not trust the Secretary of Commerce,
They see in Reorganization Plan No, 5
a device whereby the Secretary of Com-
merce will award patents to his political
friends and tear down the American
free-enterprise system.

The ship-owning interests would per-
haps like to join in the hue and cry by
opposing Reorganization Plan No. 21,
transferring the Maritime Commission
to the Department of Commerce. They
have been less vocal, I dare say, because
the quality of administration of ship sup-
sidies in the presently constituted Mari-
time Commission is something less than
is to be desired.

Ex-Senator Joe Ball has articulated
the views of those who do not trust the
Attornsy General of the United States.
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His business letter, I am told, expresses
opposition to Reorganization Plan No. 2
because he sees in it a device whereby the
Federal Bureau of Investigation will
come too much under the thumb of the
Attorney General.

The United States Chamber of Com-
merce and the National Association of
Manufacturers are opposed to Reorgan-
ization Plan No. 12 relating to the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, because
they like the administrative absurdity
created by the Taft-Hartley Act better
than they like good government,

These and other assorted business and
financial organizations are also opposed
to Reorganization Plan No. 6 because
they do not accept the Hoover Commis-
sion recommendations that the Depart-
ment of Labor should be resurrected and
the Secretary of Labor given full author-
ity to administer certain laws relating to
labor. A Secretary of Labor, in their
eyes, has less integrity and less con-
scientiousness as a public servant than
the secretary of some other department.

I do not know where the big farm or-
ganizations stand on Reorganization
Plan No. 4, but it is safe to say that they
do not greet with joyous acclaim the
centering of full authority and responsi-
bility over the Government’s agricultural
activities in the Secretary of Agriculture,

Nor will the mining interests greet
with joyous acclaim Reorganization
Plan No. 3, which would make the Bu-
reau of Mines, among other Interior
units, wholly responsible to the Secretary
of the Interior. Perhaps the same can
be said for some of the reclamation in-
terests which have been backstopping
the Bureau of Reclamation in its hardly
concealed opposition to the proposed
CVA which the Secretary of Interior has
fully endorsed.

I have been reliably informed, Mr.
Speaker, that opposition has been ex-
pressed by one group or another to 15 of
the 21 reorganization plans submitted by
the President and pending before the
Congress. My latest count shows there
are now 17 separate resolutions of dis-
approval which have been formerly in-
troduced in either the House or Senate
on 14 of the 21 reorganization plans.

I venture to say that more such reso-
lutions of disapproval will be forthcom-
ing as the various interests in opposition
become more vocal. It is the right and
privilege of every Member to introduce
such resolutions. I do not question the
good faith of any Member who may take
objection. Each case may have some
merit from the standpoint of the group
affected. The question I wish to raise
is: Where will this process end, Mr,
Speaker? If every particular group or
private interest is to be satisfied by a
resolution and by a vote of disapproval,
the work of the Hoover Commission will
go down the drain. The $2,000,000 spent
by that Commission will have gone for
nought. The grandiloquent sentiments
of support for the Hoover Commission,
which so many business organizations
were quick to make, will turn out to be
the hollow voices of hypocrisy.

A citizens’ committee has been estab-
lished for some time to educate the pub-
lic on the findings of the Hoover Com-
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mission and to mobilize support for the
Commission’s recommendations, Many
solid and respectable businessmen are to
be found among the sponsors of the citi-
zens’ committee. They have contrib-
uted money to the organization. They
have spread the gospel of the Hoover
Commission far and wide. But now in
many cases, they find their own business
interests opposed to reorganization.
Perhaps that explains the fact that the
citizens' committee has been less than a
bold advocate of the President's reor-
ganization plans.

As these plans come before our Com-
mittee on Expenditures, and hearings are
held on the resolutions of disapproval,
we try to hear all views, despite the
limited time allowed under the Reorgani-
gation Act. Oftentimes, the points ad-
vanced by opponents of a plan are
sincerely made and worthy of serious
consideration. Nevertheless, I must say
that it is amusing and almost pathetic
to note some of the arguments which are
being used to justify opposition to these
basic recommendations of the Hoover
Commission. The twinge of conscience
is readily apparent, Mr. Speaker. Of
course, they support the Hoover Com-
mission—but.

Some accuse the President of bad
faith, as did a spokesman for the United
States Chamber of Commerce, when he
told our Committee on Expenditures that
Reorganization Plan No. 12 was a device
to “get Denham,” general counsel of the
National Labor Relations Board.

Some profess to be doubtful of the le-
gality of a proposed reorganization, and
as creators of the doubt, urge against the

- acceptance of a measure of doubtful le-

gality.

Eagerly they search the four corners of
the Hoover Commission reports, the re-
ports of the task forces, the staff memo-
randa, to find some phrase, some shade
of meaning, some equivocation that will
give a breath of support to their views.

Some deny that economy or efficiency
will result from the proposed reorgani-
zation, and cover their retreat by stout-
ly maintaining that even economy or ef-
ficiency are too high in price to pay for
the immeasurable harm that allegedly
will be done by the particular reorgani-
zation.

Where the Hoover Commission made a
recommendation covering all analogous
departments or agencies, arguments now
are put forth to the effect that this or
that agency should be exempt, either be-
cause it is so different from the rest or
because the Hoover Commission did not
single it out for special mention when
the general recommendation was made.

Behind these and similar arguments
lies a simple and understandable desire
by many of the special groups concerned
to let well enough alone, to oppose any
change in organization lest an entrenched
interest or a favored position be dis-
turbed in relationships carefully built up
with the agencies of Government.

More than that, Mr. Speaker, I detect
frequently behind these arguments of op-
position, & lack of faith in the basic
principles of Government organization
which the Hoover Commission so clear-
1y and repeatedly advocated. The Com-
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mission went ahead of the assumption
that democratic government must be
based on trust, not on mistrust. The
Commission believed that the placement
of full authority in the executive heads
of regrouped departments and agencies
was good, not bad, because accountabili-
ty goes with authority. We cannot hold
a public administrative official fully re-
sponsible unless we give him the neces-
sary and complete authority to do his

- job.

The opponents of these reorganization
plans too often take the opposite view.
It seems almost as if they cultivate con-
flict and diffusion of responsibility in ad-
ministration because they do not really
approve of the law designed to carry out
a given public policy. Where they can-
not succeed in getting the law rescinded
or modified, they seem determined to
prevent its proper execution.

It frequently happens that private in-
terests affected by a law build up an ad-
vantageous relationship—advantageous
to them—with the public agency or com-
mission that administers the law. The
organized bankers of this country quite
frankly regard the Comptroller of the
Currency as their sponsor in Washing-
ton, D. C. To cite another example, the
Interstate Commerce Commission is re-
garded by some as overfriendly to the
railroads. I would suppose that these
agencies were created to protect the pub-
lic interest rather than to act as the
sponsor or guardian of some private in-
terest.

Naturally, these groups that enjoy a
favored position are reluctant to have
any change, any reorganization that
might jeopardize their position.

This leads me to observe that if we are
sincere about our concern for the objec-
tives of the Hoover Commission, if we are
going to get the job of reorganization
completed, we must hold high the con-
cept of the public interest—high above
the clamor of private interests opposed
to specific reorganization plans. We
must protect the main body of the Hoo-
ver Commission recommendations from
being torn to shreds as if it were a car-
cass surrounded by snarling jackals,

Let me emphasize, as I have done be-
fore, that we are not committed to adopt
each and every proposal made by the
Hoover Commission. Each of these 300
or more recommendations is to be con-
sidered upon its merits. Sincere per-
sons may differ about the worth and de-
sirability of a particular reorganization
proposal. There is no uniquely correct
answer to every problem of governmental
organization.

My remarks are not a brief for the
Hoover Commission proposals in their
entirety. Instead I plead for preserva-
tion of those basiec principles which guid-
ed the Commission’s work. To preserve
those basic principles, we cannot allow
ourselves to say that the Secretary of
Commerce or the Secretary of Labor or
some other department or agency head
is not to be trusted with full authority
over the affairs of his department or
agency. We cannot justifiably oppose
the reorganization plans of the President
which are designed to establish the or-
ganization framework for good ad-
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ministration throughout the executive
branch.

Let us have these considerations in
mind when we come to pass judgment in
this House on those reorganization plans.
Let us have an anxious regard for the
public interest which must be served
above all else.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from California [Mr, ALLEN] is rec-
ognized for 10 minutes.

MERCHANT MARINE OPERATING
SUBSIDIES

Mr. ALLEN of California, Mr, Speak-
er, the debates on Friday, May 5, 1950,
with respect to the revision of the pro-
vision in the appropriations for the Mar-
itime Commission which imposed a limit
on the granting of operating subsidies
and discussions with several of my col-
leagues in the House lead me to believe
that it would be appropriate to amplify
the record in several particulars.

I wish at the outset to express my
appreciation to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr., Tromas] and to the mem-
bers of his subcommittee for their un-
derstanding and patience in the many
conversations which led to the revision
of the provision referred to.

The following facts may be of some
interest to the Members of the House.

There are presently 13 subsidized lines.
These lines held contracts, commitments,
authorizations, or obligations from the
Maritime Commission on January 1,
1950, covering the operation of 243 pri-
vately owned vessels and 11 chartered
vessels, 4 of which were of the freighter
category. It appears that the four char-
tered freighter vessels will not econtinue
under charter after July 1 of this year,
although the passenger vessels probably
will continue. The total number of ves-
sels covered by existing subsidy con-
tracts, authorizations, commitments, and
so forth, as of January 1, 1950, is there-
fore 254, After adjustment to reflect
the elimination of the chartered freight-
ers, it is 250. .

On January 1, 1950, there were six ves-
sels under construction or contracts for
construction by three companies. Three
of these vessels are for the American
President Lines, two for the American
Export Lines and one for the United
States Lines. I understand that only
four of the six vessels are likely to be
delivered during fiscal year 1951,

On January 1, 1950, there were ap-
plications for subsidy under consider-
ation for 25 vessels. These applications
have been filed by Arnold Bernstein
Steamship Corp., South Atlantic Steam-
ship Co., Gulf & South American Steam-
ship Co., Pacific Far East Line, and Pa-
cific Transport Lines. However, the 25
vessels covered by these applications in-
clude two major reconversions which
may not be completed during fiscal year
1951. The two reconversions are passen-
ger ships for the Arnold Bernstein
Steamship Corp.

The minimum number of vessels re-
quired to take care of the vessels out-
lined in the preceding three paragraphs
would be 277 after eliminating vessels
that may not require subsidy in fiscal
year 1951, either because of redelivery
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of chartered vessels, reconversion, or
delay in delivery of vessels under con-
struction, The maximum number of
vessels that could be covered by the three
preceding paragraphs would be 285.

The amendment adopted by the Com-
mittee of the Whole on May 5 permits
the Maritime Commission to award oper-
ating-differential subsidies covering the
full number of vessels in all three cate-
gories above outlined—namely, 285. It
accomplishes this objective by fixing a
ceiling on the number of vessels equal
to the cumulative total of the vessels
outlined in the three paragraphs before
referred to. Assuming that the existing
subsidized lines operate 250 subsidized
vessels in fiscal year 1951, the Commis-
sion may subsidize 35 more vessels.

On January 1, 1850, there were about
600 American-flag vessels, excluding
tankers, operating in the foreign trade.
The 600 vessels in actual operation on
that date represent a substantial reduc-
tion from the number previously operat-
ing, which exceeded 800 vessels during
the fiscal year 1950. Moreover, the en-
tire American-flag fleet carried substan-
tially less than 50 percent of the cargo
in the foreign trade in fiscal year 1250.
The downward trend has been truly
alarming. The effect of the appropria-
tion bill would be to limit subsidies to a
maximum of 285 of these 600 vessels.
Therefore over 50 percent of the Amer-
ican-flag vessels engaged in the foreign
trade will thus be precluded from re-
ceiving subsidy aid during fiscal year
1951.

Because of the growth of the foreign-
flag merchant marine and the ability
of foreign-flag vessels to operate at low-
er rate levels due primarily to lower
wage costs than American-flag vessels,
it has now become apparent that un-
subsidized American-flag vessels are
likely to be driven from the foreign
trade except to the extent that they are
embraced within the subsidy program.
As a result, we are faced with the seri-
ous threat that the American-flag fleet
in the foreign trade will be cut in half—
from 600 to less than 300 vessels. This
would be a condition adverse to the
United States, its national defense, the
national economy, and the foreign
trade.

The purpose of an operating differen-
tial subsidy is to place the American
shipowner in a position to compete with
his foreign competitors in world trade
without being at a substantial disadvan-
tage with regard to wages and subsist-
ence of officers and crews, repairs, and
other items with regard to which Ameri-
cans are at a substantial disadvantage in
foreign competition. The payment of
shipping subsidies never guarantees a
profit to the operator. The operating
subsidy is the only subsidy paid by the
Government to any industry that is sub-
ject to repayment by the receiver.” The
operator must repay fo the United
States one-half of any profit in excess
of 10 percent per annum upon the op-
erator’s capital investment necessarily
employed in the operation of the sub-
sidized vessels. During the 11 years from
1938 to December 31, 1948, inclusive, the
total cperating differential subsidy pay-
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ments to all the lines were approximate-
1y $87,953,000. The amount of such sub-
sidy repaid or repayable to the Govern-
ment as recapture was approximately
$52,438,000. The net subsidy for the 11~
year period was, therefore, approximate-
ly $35,515,000.

The seriousness of the situation with
which we are confronted cannot be ex-
aggerated. We are faced with a drastic
reduction in the size and scope of our
American merchant marine. We are
confronted with the threat of reducing
the participation of the American-flag
merchant marine in the foreign trade
to less than 25 percent, as contrasted
with our objective of 50-percent partici-
pation. What this means in terms of
idle vessels, less employment, impaired
usefulness of the merchant marine as a
naval auxiliary, loss of revenue to repair
yards, stevedores, port authorities, and
other business dependent upon patronage
of American-flag vessels, as well as ship-
ping interests dependent upon regular
American-flag service is too obvious to
need elaboration. The situation calls for
action which will make it clear that the
United States Government does not in-
tend to abandon the seas to foreign-flag
operators.

This matter is of particular concern
to California and the area which I
represent. On the west coast there is
a substantial unemployment problem in-
sofar as seamen, longshoremen, and other
workers dependent on maritime employ-
ment are concerned. Any development
which threatens a further reduction in
employment of seamen, longshoremen,
shipyard workers, and similar employees
represents a serious danger to the econ-
omy of my area. It threatens the exist-
ence of the going organizations and the
nucleus of skills which are required in
times of emergencies to build, operate,
and repair our ships, organizations and
skills which we have desperately needed
and found woefully inadequate in many
of our seaports in the two great emer-
gencies of the past few years.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. TUnder
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr, CANFIELD] is~-
recognized for 10 minutes.

FREEDOM FAIR

Mr, CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, earlier
in the day the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Jacoes] mentioned the Freedom
Fair, whereupon the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Rapaut] said that talk
about the Fredom Fair is like talking
about Europe and he added, “What we
are talking about here today is Uncle
Sam’'s pocketbook.”

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say just a word
about the Freedom Fair and Uncle Sam’s
pocketbook.,

I hold in my hand a clipping from the
Washington Evening Star of last Friday
captioned “Truman rejects plan to set
up corporation for Freedom Fair” with a
subheading “MecGrath calls proposal of
doubtful authority, urges Congress
action.”

I read the first two paragraphs of that
article:

The White House today rejected a proposal
by the National Capital Sesquicentennial
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Commission to set up a nonprofit corpora=
tion to direct the business affairs connected
with the operation of the Freedom Fair next
year.

An opinion from Attorney General Mc-
Grath which went to the Commission from
President Truman said that the plan was of
doubtful legality and suggested that the
Commission should seek specific authority
from the Congress if it desires to proceed
with its plan.

On Saturday last the Washington
Evening Star ran another story cap-
tioned “Sesqui Commission studies de-
cision on Freedom Fair,” a story written
with the byline William A. Millen. I
read two paragraphs from that story:

The National Capital Sesquicentennial
Commission, now at the crossroads, will have
to decide whether to hold a Freedom Fair or
concentrate on a series of special events.

Mr. Massmann, the Commission’s general
manager, believes that if Freedom Fair is
not held, about 2,000,000, set aside for that
purpose, will have to be returned to the
Federal Treasury.

Mr. Speaker, I have had sent to me
copies of the minutes of the meeting of
the Sesquicentennial Commission of
March 15, 1950. There was a discussion
at that meeting regarding a letter dated
March 7, 1950, directed to the President
regarding three problems facing the
Commission.

These three problems being first, the
necessity of finding a site; second, the
necessity for a ruling as to whether or
not the Commission can grant authority
to a nonprofit corporation; and third,
the need for a survey to determine the
interest of industry in participation.

I quote from the minufes:

The letter dated March 7, 1950, states in
effect that if an adequate site is available,
and if we have the authority to create a non-
profit corporation, it is the recommendation
of the executive committee that a survey
of industry be undertaken for a not
to exceed 4 months and that our lability for
such a survey shall not exceed $150,000 if
we do not proceed with Freedom Fair. After
full discussion of the problems Iinvolved
and with the clear understanding that
further action with regard to Freedom Fair

. must await a favorable ruling from the At-

torney General, there was a motion by Mr.
(Joseph C.) McGarraghy that the report and
recommendations of the executive commit-
tee be approved.

This was seconded by Commissioner
John Russell Young and the motion was
unanimously carried.

I read further from the March 15
minutes:

Mr. Barron—

Meaning Mr. Carter T. Barron, Ex-
&cut.ive Vice President of the Commis-
on—

voiced the opinion of those present when he
stated that we owe it to Congress and our-
selves to take steps and proceed with Free-
dom Fair or to abandon it.

Mr. Bastian—

That is Mr. Walter M. Bastian, gen-
eral counsel of the Commission—
sald he thought a ruling from the At
General might be forthcoming in about &
week. It was agreed that if the ruling of
the Attorney General is negative, we must
announce the abandonment of Freedom Fair,
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Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of this ac-
tion by the Commission and the recent
ruling of the Attorney General of the
United States, I propose to the distin-
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Cannon], chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations, that he have the appro-
priate subcommittee hold immediate
hearings to ascertain whether the $2,-
000,000 said to be unexpended can now
be returned to the Federal Treasury in
the interest of all of the taxpayers of the
United States. Our committee should
call in the executive officials of the Com-
mission before we complete action on
the omnibus appropriation bill. It can
be done; it should be done tomorrow.

GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, at the
request of the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Raeaur] I ask unanimous consent
that all Members who spoke on chapter
IX, civil functions, general appropriation
bill, 1951, today, may have five legislative
days in which to revise and extend their
remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Montana?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. RICH (at the request of Mr. TABER)
was granted permission to extend his re-
marks.

Mr. HAND (at the request of Mr.
Taser) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks and include an edi-
torial.

Mr. D’)EWART (at the request of Mr.
WiccLESWORTH) was granted permission
to extend his remarks.

Mr. CHESNEY asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an article from the Chicago Sun-
Times.

Mr. O'SULLIVAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in three
separate instances and attach to each
extraneous matter.

Mr. DURHAM asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an address by Dr. R. L. Meiling,
Director of Medical Services under the
Secretary of Defense; and also an ad-
dress by Admiral William H. P. Blandy.

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude therein certain material from a
high-school student body in California,
notwithstanding that it exceeds two
pages and is estimated by the Public
Printer to cost $451.

Mr. JONAS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an editorial from the Chicago Daily.
News of May 5, 1950, and two editorials
from the Chicago Tribune of the same
date.

Mr. JENISON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and in-
clude extraneous matter.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent leave of absence
was granted as follows:

To Mr., Epwin ARTHUR HaLi, for an
indefinite period, on account of illness
in family., -

MAy 8

To Mr. McCoNnNELL (at the request of
Mr. GaviN), on account of illness.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MANSFIED., Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 6 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the
House, under its previous order, ad-
journed until tomorrow, Tuesday, May 9,
1950, at 11 o’clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

1434, Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a
letter from the Archivist of the United
States, transmitting a report on records
proposed for disposal and lists or sched-
ules covering records proposed for dis-
posal by certain Government agencies,
was taken from the Speaker’s table and
referred to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
EBILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ASPINALL: Committee on Public
Lands. H.R.7339. A bill to abolish the
Holy Cross National Monument in the State
of Colorado, and to provide for the adminis-
tration of the lands contained therein as a
part of the national forest within which such
national monument is situated, and for other
purposes;, without amendment (Rept. No,
2019). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules, House
Resolution §93. Resolution for the waiving
of points of order against chapter XI of H. R.
7786, a bill making appropriations for the
support of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1951, and providing further
for the walving of points of order against
an amendment to chapter XI, and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
2021). Referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary,
Senate Concurrent Resolution 78. Concur-
rent resolution favoring the suspension of
deportation of certain aliens; without
amendment (Rept. No. 2020). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTICNS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BURDICK:

H.R.8411. A bill to provide for certain per
capita payments to members of the Three
Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reser-
vation, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Public
Lands.

By Mr. SANBORN:

H.R.B8412. A bill to authorize the con-
struction of certain firrigation and power
projects in the Snake River Basin, Idaho,
Wyo., and Oreg., and the Crooked River,
Oreg., to establish a Snake River Basin ac-
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count, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands.
By Mr. BECKWORTH:

H. R. 8413, A bill to amend the Civil Aero-
nautics Act of 1938, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. MURDOCK:

H.R. 8414, A bill to authorize credits to
certain public agencies of the United States
for costs of construction and operation and
maintenance of flood-protective levee sys-
tems along or adjacent to the lower Colorado
River, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands.

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R. 8415. A bill to extend and improve
the unemployment-compensation program,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BOLLING:

H. R.8416. A bill to amend Public Law 152,
Elghty-first Congress, approved June 30, 1049;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments.

By Mr. THOMPSON:

H.R.8417. A bill to amend part II of the
Interstate Commerce Act with respect to the
regulation of motor carriers engaged in com-
merce to and from the Territories and pos-
sesslons of the United States; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HORAN:

H.R.B418. A bill to authorize loans to
make avallable in any area or region credit
formerly made available in such area or re-
gion by the Reglonal Agricultural Credit Cor-
poration; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GOODWIN:

H. R, 8419, A bill to amend title 28 of the
United States Code to provide additional
time for bringing suit against the United
States in the case of certain tort claims, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

By Mr. LEMEE:

H. R.8420. A bill to provide for the recon-
struction and repalr of roads, bridges, or
streets In the States of North Dakota and
Minnesota which were destroyed or damaged
by floods in the spring of 1950; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

H. Res. 591. Resolution for the relief of
Mrs. Rose Margaret Torrance; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

By Mr. VINSON:

H. Res. 592. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H. R. 6826, a bill to extend
the Selective Service Act of 1948; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BLATNIK:

H.R. 8421, A bill for the relief of Bartula
Posidel, Jordan Gie, Louls Bercarl, Liberat
Belulovic, Ivan Zgaljierdic, and Josip Peras;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BYRNE of New York:

H. R, 8422. A bil] for the relief of Carmen-
clata von Plettenberg; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. KEE:

H.R.8423. A bill for the rellef of Yuriko
Mizumoto; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. LATHAM:

H.R. 8424. A bill for the relief of Eenneth
R. Klelnman; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. McDONOUGH:

H.R. 8425. A bill for the rellef of Hiroichl
Hamasaki and Shizu Hamasaki; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. IIILLER of California:

H. R. 8426. A bill for the relief of Shizuko

Yabe; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. NICHOLSON:
H.R. 8427. A bill for the relief of Dr. Chia
Len Lui; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

2110. By Mr. HALE: Petition of the Port-
land (Maine) Central Labor Union, opposing
the reduction in mail service as ordered by
the Postmaster General; to the Committee
on Post Office and Civil Eervice.

2111. By Mr. POLK: Petition of the Council
of the Village of Hillsboro, Ohlo, signed by
Karl Doebele, Mayor, Charles L. Barger, Presi-
dent of Council, and W. J. Ludwick, Clerk,
petitioning Congrees to amend H. R. 6000; to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

2112, By Mr. RICH: Resolution of the
Busiiess and Professional Women's Club of
Galeton, Pa., against any form of compul-
sory health insurance or any system of
political medicine designed for national
bureaucratic control; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE
Tuespay, May 9, 1950

(Legislative day of Wednesday, March
29, 1950)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Eternal Spirit, bowing our heads and
our hearts at this noontide altar, we
would be still and know that Thou art
God. When so many hopes are dashed
to the ground, so many dreams shattered,
help usto rest our minds in Thee and in
the strength of those everlasting values
which nothing can destroy.

Grant us sweet reasonableness in all
our dealings with our fellow men and
with each other. Make us large-hearted
in helping and generous in criticizing.
Keep us from unkind words and from un-
kind silences; yet sure and strong in the
faith that is in us wherever we are called
to stand in this epic hour may we strike
our blow for the truth of God and the
freedom of man. In the dear Redeemer's
name. Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Lucas, and by unan-
imous consent, the reading of the Journal
of the proceedings of Monday, May 8,
1950, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its read-
ing clerks, announced that the House had
disagreed to the amendments of the Sen-
ate to the bill (H. R. 7797) to provide for-
eign economic assistance; agreed to the
conference asked by the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
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thereon, and that Mr. K&, Mr. RICHARDS,

Mr. Gornon, Mr. Vorys, and Mrs. BoLroN

of Ohio were appointed managers on the

part of the House at the conference.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE

On request of Mr. SALTONSTALL, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. FLANDERS Was
excused from attendance on the session
of the Senate today.

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE
BESSION

On reqguest of Mr. Lucas, the Commit-
tee on Finance and a subcommittee of
the Committee on Labor and Public Wel-
fare were authorized to meet this after-
noon during the session of the Senate.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. LUCAS. I suggest the absence of
a guorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll.

The roll was called, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Alken Hill Martin
Anderson Hoey Maybank
Benton Holland Millikin
Brewster Humphrey Mundt
Bricker Ives Myers
Bridges Jenner Neely

Butler Johnson, Colo. O'Conor
Caln Johnson, Tex. Robertson
Chapman Johnston, 8. C. Russell
Chavez Eefauver Saltonstall
Connally Eem Schoeppel
Cordon Kerr Smith, Maine
Donnell Kilgore Smith, N. J.
Douglas Enowland Sparkman
Dworshak Langer Stennis
Ecton Leahy Taft
Ellender Lehman Thomas, Okla
Ferguson Lodge Thomas, Utah
Frear Long Thye
Fulbright Lucas Tydings
George MeClellan Watkins
Glllette McFarland Wherry
Green McEellar Wiley
Gurney McMahon Willlams
Hayden Magnuson Withers
Hendrickson  Malone Young

Mr. MYERS. I announce that the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrol, the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. EASTLAND],
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Grauam], the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. Huntl, and the Senator from
Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are absent on pub-
lic business.

The Senator from California [Mr.
DownEy] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr,
O'ManonEY] and the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. TaviLor] are absent on official
business.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCar-
RAN] is absent by leave of the Senate on
official business.

The Senator from Montana [Mr.
MurraY] is absent because of illness
in his family.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iannounce that
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CapE-
HART], the Senator from Vermont [Mr,
Franpers], the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
HickeENLOOPER], the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. Morsk], and the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Toeey] are absent by
leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. DarBY]
is absent by leave of the Senate on offi-
cial business.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr.
VanpeENBERG] is necessarily absent.
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